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THE extravagant pretensions of the British com-
missioners at Ghent—their assertion of a right to inter-
fere with the territorial dominion established at the
peace of 1783—their attempt tq assert that the Indians

residing on our soil were entitled to form alliances,

. aud be treated as a civilized people, under the laws of

tivil society to which the Indian tribes are strangers—
the attempt to cut off a section of our territory, under
the pretext of a road between Canada and Nova Sco-

tia, for which there would be no need in peace, and

which would afford them an inroad upon us during war
~—their occupancy of part of Massachusetts unmolest-
ed by the State authority—their known designson Or-
leans: all these and other facts known to the govern-
ment of the United States,left little prospect of a peace
in the early part of the present year; itis believed
that the government was apprized in the course of the
last year, that peace could have been accomplished in
August 1814, were it not for the encorragemens which
the British government received from three of the
Eastern states to persevere in the war.—In these views,
the Executive had determined to make a full and final
appeal to the American pcople, and by presenting at
one view to the country the causes and the progress of
the war, shew the necessity of such mighty. and eff.-
cient preparations for the campaign of this year, as
would assure its successful and triumphant termination
by the certain expulsion ofthe enemy from all his pos-
sessions on this continent. The measure proposed by
the Secretary of War for raising 100,000 men, was
patt of this plan of vigerous measures; and a declar-
ation er expeosition was preparedto go to the public.
‘This able paper was ready for publication, when the .
advices of a peace being concluded were received. A
copy of it has accideptally fallen into the hands of the
editor of the Aurora, and we think we cando no better
service than give it to thie publie, as the best means of
repelling the ribaldry issued by those whose chagrin
is excited to tlve greatest extravagance by the success-
fu: and glorious termination of the war.
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AN EXPOSITION.

HATEVER may be the terminatien of the
negociations at Ghent, the dispatches of
the American commissioners, which have been

_ communiealed by the President of the United
. States to the Congress; during the presentsession,
- -will distinetly anfold, to the impartial of all pa-

tions, the objects and dispositions ef the parties
to the present war. -

The United States, relieved by the general pa-
cification of the treaty of Paris, from the danger
of actual sufferance, under the evils which had
eompelled them-to resort to arms, have avoweil
their readiness to resume the relations of peasc
and amity with Great-Britain, upon the simple
and single condition of preserving their territory
and their sovereignty entire and unimpaired.
Their desire of prace, indeed ¢ upon terms of re-
ciproeity, eonsistent with the rights of both pay-
ties, as sovercign and indepenident natiens,”* has
not, at any time, been influenced by the provoea-
tions of an unpreeedented courze of hostilities ;
by the incitements of a successful eampaign ; or
by the agitatians which have seemed aguin to
threaten the tranquillity of Europe.

But the British governmoat, after a ¢ discus-
sion with tho government of America; for the
conciliatory adjustment of the differcaces sub-
sisljng between the two states, with an earnest
desire, on their part, (as it was alleged) to bring

*See Mr. Monroe’s letter tolord Castlereagh, dated

January 1814. : M]_GSE‘»BI
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them to a favorable issue, upon principles of a
perfect reciproeity, not ineonsistent with estab-
lished maxims of public law, and with the mari-
time rights of the British empire,”* ayd after
¢ expressly disclaiming any intention to dequire
an inerease of territory,”{ have peremptorily de-
manded, as the price of peace, concessions caleu:-
lated merely for their own aggrandizement, and
- for the humiliation of their adversary. At one-
" time, they proposed, as their sine qua non; a-stip-
ulation, tha¢/the Indiauns, inhabiting the country -
" of the United States, within the limits establish-
ed by the treaty of 1783, should be ineluded as°
the allies of .Great Biitain (a party to thit trea-
. ty) in the projected pacjfication ; and that definite
boundaries should be settled for the Indian terri-
- tory, upon a basis, which would have operated to
_surrender, to a number of Indians, not, probably,
" excéeding a few thousands, the rights’ of sove-
' reignty; as well as of soil, over nearly one third
aof the territorial dominions of the United States,
inhabited by more than one hundred thousand of
its eitizens.} .And, more veeently (withdrawing,
.in effect, that proposition) they have offered to-
treat on the basis of the uli pogsidetis ; when, by
. *See lord Castlereagh®’s letter to;.Mr. Moanrpe, dated
the 4th of November 1813. ) )
QLS.“ the Amertican dispatch, dated the 12th Angust,
1 . . . . -
}See the American dispatches, datedthe 13th and16th
August, 1814 ; the note of .the British commissioners,
dated the 19th of August, 1814 ; the note of the Ameri-
can commissioners, dated the 21st day of August, 1814;
the note of the British commissioners, dated the, 4th of
September, 1814 ; 'the note of the American commission-
ersof the 9th of Septémbder, 1814 ; the note of the Brit-
ish commissiomers, dated the 19th of Sept. 1814; the
note of the American commissioners, dated the 26th of
‘Sept. 1814 ; the note of the British commissioners, dat-
ed the 8th of Oct.1814; andthe note of the American
commissioners, of the 18th of Qctober, 1814,

e e ——— el [ Satee



AMERICAN EXPOSE. 5

the operations of the war, they had obtained the
military possession of an impertant part of tho
state of Massachusetts, which, it -was known,
gould never be the subject of a cession, consist-
ontly with the honor and faith of the Amecrican
cqvernment.® Thus it is obvious, that Great
ritaio, neither regarding ¢ the principles of a
perfeet reeiprocity,” nor the rule of her ewn
" practiee and professious, has indulged pretensions,
which could only be heard, in order to be rejec-
ted. The alternative, ¢ither vindictively to pro-
tract the war, or henorably to end it, has been
fairly given to her option; but she wants the
magnanimity to decide, while her apprehensions
are awakened, for the result of the congress at
Vienna, and her hopes are - flattered, by the
schemes of conquest in America,,

‘t'hero are periods in the (ransactions of every
country, as well as in the life of every individual,
when self-examination becomes a duty of the
highest moral obligation ; when the government
of a free people, driven from the path of  peace,

" and baffled in every effort to regain it, way resort,
for censolation, te the conscious rectitude of jts
wmeasures, and when an appeal to maokind foun-
ded upon truth and justice, cannot fail to engago
those sympathies, by which even nations are led
to participato in the fame and fortunes of each
other.—The Uuitcd States, under these impres-
sions, are neither insensible to the advantages,
nor to the duties of their peculiar situatien.
They have bat recently, as it were, cstablished
their independenco ; and the volumg of their pa-
tional history lics open, at a glance, to every eyc.

*See the note of the British commissioners, dated the
21st ot October, 1814 ; the note of the American com-
missioners, dated the 24th of Octeber, 1814 ; and the
note of the British commistioners, dated the 31st of Oc-
tober, 1814, ’ ’ :

A2
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The poliey of their government, therefore, what-
ever it has boen,in their foreign as well as in thejr
‘domestio relafions, it is impossible .{o coneeal ;
and it must be difficult to mistake. 1f (he asser-
tion, that it Las been made a policy to preserve
peace and amity with all the natjons of the world,
e doubted, the proofsare at hand. If (he asser-

Aion, thatit] -= - - - o.maintaip the
rights of the it, .at the sanre
tirae, to resp ry other nation,
be doubted, t mnd on recerd,
even in the a ind of France.
And if, in fin at it |has been
made a policy wy au ... « w2ans, tocultivate
‘with Gregt-i’!rntaip, those septiments of mutual

good will, which naturally belong to pations con-
nected by the ties of a common aneestry, an iden-
tity of language, and 3 similarity of manners, -be
doubted, the proofs will be found in that patient
forbearanee, under the pressure of accumulatiog
wrongs, which marks.the period of alpast thirty
years, that elapsed hetween the peace of 1783,
- and the Tupture of 1812,
" 'Fhe United States had just recovered, nnder
the auspices of their present copstitution, from
the debility which their revolutionary struggle
had produced, when {he convulsive movements of
Franee excited throughout the givilized world the
mingled sensations of hope and fear—of admira-
tion and alarm.. The interest which those move-
ments, would in themse]ves, have excited, was in-
ealeulably inereased, however, as soon 3s Great
Britain beeame a party to the first memorable
coalition against France, and assumed the char-
acter of a belligerent power, for it was obvious,
that the differenee of (lie scene would ne longer-
exempt the United States from the influence, and
the evils of the European conflict. On the one.
band, their government was connected with
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JFrange, by treaties of nlliauce and corsmeree ;
and the .services which .that nation -had rendered
to. the, cause.of Amerjeanindependénce, had made
such impressions upon. the;public .mind, as.no vir-
- tuous statesmen courld rigidly condemn, and the
most rigoraus statemen would: bave sought in vain
to efface. On the other hand, Great Britain
leaving -the treaty of 4788 unexeeuted, foreibly
retained the Ameriean.pests .upon.the morthern
frontier ; and, slighting every overture to place
‘the diplomatie aml .commercial relations-of the
two gomntries, upon @ -fair and friendly founda-
tlon;#® sepmed,to contemplate the suceess of the
American rexolution, in a spirit of unextinguish-
able animosity. , . Her vaice had indeed heen heavd
from Quebec god Mantreal, -instigating the -sava-
ges to war.f. Her invisible arm was feit, in the
defeat of General Harmer} and General St. Clair,§
and even the vietory of :General Waynejj was:
achieved in the presence of a fort which she had
crected, far within-the territarial:boundaries of
the United States, to stimulate and gountenance
the barbarities of the Indian warrior.§f ¥Yet the
Amaerican government, neither yielding to popu--
lar feeling, nor acting upon the impulse of national
resentment, hastened to adopt the policy of a
strict and steady peutrality; and solemnly an--
neunced that pelisy to the eitizens at bome, and
to the nations abread, by. the proelamation of the
%24 of April, 1793.—Whatever may have been the-

. . 3.

*See Mr. Adams’ carrespondences- -
) iSee the Speeches of Lord Dorchesger. .,

On the waters of the Miamj of the Lake, on the

21st Oct. 1790. . T

§At Fort Recovery, on the 4th November 1791, .

{|On the Miami of t{ne Lakes,in August, 1794, -,

%See the coyrespondence between Mr. Randolph,.
the American secretary of Stste, and Mr. Hammond,
the British plenipotentiary, dated Ma$ and June, 1794.
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trials of its pride, and of its fortitude ; whatever
may have been the imnputations upen its fidelity,
and its honor, it will be demnonstrated in -the se-
quel, that the American government, throughout
the European contest, and amidst all the changes
of the objects, and the parties that have been in-
volved in that contest, haveinflexibly adhered ta
the principles which were thus authoritively es-
tablished, to regulate the conduct of the United
States. '

It was reasonable to expeet that a proelama-
tion of neutrality, issued under the circumstanees
which bave been described, wonld- commant the
confidence and respect of Great Britain, however
offensive it might prove to France,-as contraven-
ing essentially, the exposition whi¢h she was anx-
ious to Dbestow on the treaties'of commeree and
alliance. But experience has shown, that the
confidence and respect of Great Britain are not to
he acquired, by such aets of impartiality and in-
dependence. Under every administration of the
American government, the experiment has been
made, and the experiment bas been equally un-’
successful : for it was not more effectually ascer-
tained in the year1812, than at antecedent periods,
that an exemption from the maritime wsurpation,
and the commercial monopoly, of Great Britain,
eould enly be obtained upon the condition nf be-
coming an associate, in her emmities and her
wars, While the proclamation of neutrality was’
still in the view.of the British minister, an order
of the 8th of June, 1793, issued from the eabiner, -
hy.virtue of which, ¢ all vessels loaded wholly, or
in part, with corn, flour, or meal, bound to any
port in France, or any port oecupied by the arm-
ies of France,” were required to be carried, fore-
ibjy into England ; and the cargoes were either
to be sold there, or sceurity was to be given, that
they should be sold in the ports of a country only in
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N
. amity.with_ his, Britannio .majesty.* -The:mayal
character of an avowed . design, to infliot- famine
.. wpon the whole.of the E'rench.people, was, at that
.. time properly.estimated througheut, the civilized
...world; and so.glaring-an. infraction. of - nentzal
. rights, as.the British order. was palpulated.to pro-
.duce, did not.eseape the severities.of: diplematioc
_;apimadversion. and remonstrance.—But this pg-.
, gression.was goon. followed. by another of . a mere
.. hastile cast. . In the.war of 1756, Great; Britain
..had.epdeavered to establish.the rule, that neutral
., nations. were not. entitled to.enjoy-the benefits.of
. mtrgfe with.the colanies of . a.belligerent . power,.
. frgm. which,. in the ,seasyn.of. peace, .they.were
« gxcluded by the, parent state.~—The rule .stands
~without . positive, suppert .fram-. any general au-
. thority. on, public.law. .If it be true, that some
. treaties contain sfipulations, by which the parties
. expressly exclude each other from the commerce
.. of their respeective.calonies : and if it betrue, that.
.the ordinanses of..a partieulan state often previde
. for -the exqlusive enjpyment of its.colonial com-.
..meree ;.stjll Great Britain eanuot: be. authovised
. to-deduce. the xule of. the.war of 41256,.by impli-
eation, from. such -freaties. and sneh -ordinances,
.:while ‘it is.npt trye, that the rule forms:a part of
ihbe law of nations ;. .nor that it.has/baen -adapted
.y any.ather, §,avorament - mor that even Great

. Britain: herself has.npiformly . praetised. upen the
.xule ; sineeits.application.wasunknown frem the
.war ef 4756, until the. Freneh war of .1792, in-
", oludingz the entire period of the American war.—
. Let it be, argumentatively allowed, however, that.
«fAveat Britaio, possessed the: right, as svell as the

. power, torevive and enforoe the rule ; yet, the
time and the .manner of exercising:the power,

v¥Seethe order of the.8th of June,: 1793,.and the re-
monstrance of the' American of .gevernment.
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would afford ample cause for reproach. The eit-
izens of the United States hiad openly engaged in
an extensive trade with the French islands, in the -
West Indies, ignorant of the alleged existence of
the rule of the war of 1756, or unapprised of any
intention (o eall it into action, when the order of
the 6th of November, 1793, was silently circula-
ted among the British eruizers, consigning to le-
gal adjudication, ¢ all vessels loaden with gocds,.
the produce of any colony of France, or carrying
provisions or supplies, for the use of any such col-
ony.”* A great portion of the commeree of the-
United States was thus annihilated ata blow ; the
amicable dispositions of the government were
again disregarded and contemned, the sensibility
of the nation was excited to a high degree of re-
sentment, by the apparent treachery of the Brit-
ish order; and a recourse to reprisals, or to war,.
for indemnity and redress, seemed to be unavoid-
able. But the love of justice had established the:
law of neutrality ; and the love of peace taught a
lesson of forbearance. 'The Awmerican govern-
ment, therefore, rising superior to the provoea-
. tions and the passions of the day, instituted a spec-
iul mission, (o represent at'the court of London,
the injuries and the indignities which it had suf-
fered, *¢ to vindieate its rights with firmuess, and
to eultivate peace with sincerity.”’} The imme-
diate result of this mission, was a treaty of amity,
commeree, and navigation, between the United
States and Great Britain, which was signed by
the negociators on the 19th of November, 1794,
and finally ratified, with the consent of the Senate,
in the year 1795. But both the mission and its

*See the British orders of the 6th of Nov. 1793,

tSee the president’s message to the senate, of the
16th of April, 1794, nominating Mr. Jay as envoy
extraordinary to his Britannic majesty. :
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result, serve, also, to display the independence
and the impartiality of theAmerican government,
in asserting its rights and performing its duties,
equally unawed and unbiassed by the instruments
of dbelligerent power, or persuasion. S

On the foundation- of -this treaty the United
States, in a pure spirit of good faith and confi-
dence, raised the hepe and the expeetation, that
the maritime usurpations of Great Britain weuld
ecase to annoy them ; that all doubtful claims of

- jurisdiction would be suspended ; and that even

the exereise of an incontestable right would be
s0 modified, as to present neither insult, nor out-
rage, nor inconyenience, to their flag, or to their
commerce. But the bope and the expeotation of.

" the United States have been fatally disappointed.

Some relaxation in the rigor, without any altera-
tion in the principle, of the order in council of
the 6th of November, 1793, was introduced by the
subsequent orders of the 8th of Jan. 1794, and the
25th Jan. 1798 : but from the ratification of the
treaty of 1794, until the short respite afforded by
the treaty of Amiens, in 1802, the eommerce of the
United States continued fo be the prey of British
cruizers and privateers, under the adjudicating
patronage of the British tribunals.—Another
grievance, however, assumed at this epoch, a
form aund magnitude, which cast a shade over the
social happiness, as well as the political indepen-
dence of the nation. The merchant vessels of
the United States were arrested on the high seas,
while in the prosecution of distant voyages ; con-.
siderable numbers_of their crews were impressed
into the mnaval service of Great Britain; the
commereial adventures of the owners were of-
ten, consequently, defeated ; and the loss of pro- -
perty, the embarrassments of trade and naviga-
galion, and the scene of domestie affliction, be-
came intolerable. This gricvance (which consti-
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tutés an inipbriant surviving cause of the Ameri-
candeclaration of war) was éarly, and "has been ’
incessantly, urged ipon thé attention of "the Brit-'
ish government. * Liven im the year 179%, they”
were told of ¢ the irritation’ thatit had exciteds
and of the difficul(y of avoiding to make imme- .
diate reprisals ‘on ‘their "seamen in the Uhited
States.”* " Theyweré told ¢ that so many instan-
ees of the kind had happened, that it was quite
necessary that ithey should explain themselves on
the subjeet, aud be:led to disavow ‘and punish
such violenee, which bad ‘never’ been experien-
ced from any other nation.”} ’'And they were '
told of ¢ the inconvenienice of such ‘conduct, and’
of ‘{he impossibility of letting it go on, so that"
thé British ministry should be made sensible’ “of
the neoessity of punishing the past, and prevent.’
ing the future.”{—But after the treaty of amity, |
eommerce, and navigation, had been ratified, the
~ nature and ‘the.extent of the gricvance became
still more manifest ; and it was clearly and firm-
1y presented to the view of the British government,
as leading unavoidably to discord and war between -
the two nations. They were ‘told, « that unless
théy would come to some accommodation which
might ensure the American seamen against this
oppression, measures ‘would be taken to cause the
inconvenience ‘to be equally felt ' on both sides.”’§
'They were told, ¢ that' the impressmient of A-
merican citizens, to serve on board of British -

*Sce theletter of M. Jefferson, secretary of state,
to Mr. Pinkney, minister at London, ‘dated 11th of *
Junie, 1794, ‘ , o

tSee the letter From the samé to the samie, dated the
13th-of’ October, 179%." :

$8ee: the letter fromi' the satne to ‘the same,’ dated "'
the 6th of November, 1792, .

§Sde- the letter from' Mr. Pinkney, tinister' at Lon- *

don, to the secretary of state, dated 13th March, 1793.
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srmet vossels, was not enly an injury to-the un:
- fortunate .individuals, but it uaturally excited
eertain emoutions in the breasts of the mation to
whom they belong, aud the just and humane of
every eountry ; and that an expectation was in-
dulged that orders would be given, thatthe A-
mericans so circumstanced, shivald be immediato-
1y liberated, and that the British officers should,
in future, abstain from similar vielenees.”¥
They were told, s that the subject was of nnieh
greater impertance than had been supposéd : and
that, insiead of a few, and those in many instan-
@es equivoeal cases, the Ameriean mipister at the
¢onrt of -London had, in nine mopths (part of
the years 1796 and 4797) imade applications for
the diseharge of two hundred and seveniy-ene
seamen whe had, in most cascs, exhibited -such
evidence, as tosatisfy him that they were real A-
mericans,forced into theBritigsh service;and perse-
vering, generally, in vefusing pay and bowmty.”}
They were told, ¢ that if the Dritish ernment
had any regard to the rights of the Untted States,
any respect for the nation, and plaeed any value
on their friendship, it would faeilitate the means
of relieving their eppressed citizens.””t 'They
were told * that the British naval offieers often
fmpressed Swedes, Danes asd other foreigaers,
from the vossels of the United States ; that they
might, with as mueh reason, rob Americen ves-
gels of the property or merchandize of Swedes,
Danes-and Portuguese, as -svize and detain in

*See the nete of Mv. Jay, envoy extraordinary, ¢
Lord Grenville,. dated the 30th-July, 1794,
" {See the letter of Mr. King, minister at London, to
the secretary of State, dated the 13th of April, 1797.

$See the letter from Mr. Pickgring, secretary of
State,to Mr. King, minister at Lendeny dated the 10th
of September, 1796. . :
‘B

X
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their service, the subjects of those nations found
on hoard of American vessels ; and that the pros-

ident wasextremely anxious to have this business
ol impressing placed on a reasonable footing.”*
And they were told, ¢ that the impressment of
American seamen was an injury of very serious
magnitude, which deeply affected the feelings and

honor of the nation ; that no right had been as-

- serfed to impress the natives of Ameriea; yet,
that they were impressed; they were dragged on

board British ships of war, with the evidence of
eitizenship in their hands, and forced by violenee

there to serve, until conclusive testimonials of
their birth eould be obtained ; that many must

perish unrelieved, and all were detained a consid-

erable time . in lawless and injurious confinement ;

that the confinuance of the practice must inevit-

ably produce discord between two nations which
ought to be friends of each other ; and that it

was more advisable to desist from, and to takeef-.
feotnal measures to prevent an acknowledged

wrong, thaa by persevering in that wrong, to ex-

cite against themselves the well-founded resent-

ments of Ameriea, and force the government into

measures, which may very possibly terminate in

an.wopen rupture.”}

Such were the feelings and the seniiments of
ithe American government, under every change of
Its administration, in relation to the British prae-
tice of impressment ; and such the remonstran-
ces addressed to the justice of Great-Britain.
It is obvious, therefore, that this cause, indepen-
dent of every other, has been unifermly deemed
a just and eertain caunse of war ; yet the charac-

#See the letter from the same to the same, dated the
26th of October, 1796.

{See the letter from Mr. Marshall, secretary of
State, (now chief-justice of the United States) to Mr.
King, minister at London, dated the 20th Sept. 1800.
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teristic poliey of the United States still prevailed :
remonstrance was only succeeded by negociation ;
and every asserlion of American rights, was ae- -
companied with an overture, to seeure, in any
practicable form, the rights of Great Britain.®
'I'ime seemed, however, to render it imnore diflicult
to aseertain and fix the standard of the British
riguts, according to the suecession of the British
elajms. 'The right of entering and searching an
American merchant ship, for the purposo of im-
pressment, was, for a while, confined to the ease
of British deserters; and even so late as the
nionth of February, 1800, the minister of his
Britanaio majesty, then at Philadelphia, urged.
the American_governnient ¢ to take into consid-
eration, as the only means of drying up every
source of complaint, and irritation, upon 'that
head, a proposal which he had made two years
before, in the name of his majesty’s government,
for the reeiprocal restitution of deserters.”t But
this project of a treaty was then deemed inadinis-
sible, by tlie president ef the United States, and
the chief officers of the executive departments of
the government, whom he consulted; for the same
reason, specifically, which, at a subsequent peri-
o4, induced the president of the United States,
- to withhold bis apprebation from the treaty ne-
gociated by the American ministers at London, in
the year 1806 ; namely, ¢ that it did not sufii-
ciently provide against the impressment of A-

*See, particularly, Mr. King’s propositions to lord
Grenville, and lord Hawkesbury, of the 13th April,
1797, the 15th of March, 1799, the 25th of February,
1801, and in July, 1803. o

1See Mr. Liston’s note to Mr. Pickering, the secre- -
tary of state, dated the 4th of February, 1800.
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merisan seamen ;”’# and ¢¢ that it is hetter ta have
ne article, and to meet the eomsequences, tham
Dot to enumerato merchant vessels on the high
seas, among the things not ta he foreibly eutecred
in seareh of deserters.” But the British claim,
expanding with singular elastieity, wassoon fownd
to include a right to enter Amerioan vessels on
4he high seas, in order to seareh for and seize all
British seamen 3 it next embraced the case of ev-
ery British subject ; and finally, in its praetical
enforcement, it has been extended to every mari-
wer, who could not prave, upen the spot, that he
was a citizen of the United States.

~ While the nature of the British claim was thus
amhiguous and fluctuating, the principle.te whieh
it was referred, for justifieation and support, ap-
peared-to be, at onee, arhitrary and illusory. It
was:not, recorded in any positive eode of the law
of pations ; it'was not displayed in the elementu.
»y-works of the civiliam ;. ner had it ever been
exemplified in the maritime usages of any otber
esuntry, in-any other age. 1In trath, it was the
effapring of the munieipal law of Great Britain
alene ;. equally operative in a time of peave, and
in a time of war ; and, under all eircumstanees,
inflicting a eoercive jurisdietion, upan the com-
merce and navigation of the world,

For the legitimate rights of the beligerent
powers, the United States had-felt and: evinced n
sincere and qpen respect. Although they bad
‘marked a diversity of doctrine among the most

‘%Sec the. opinion of Mr. Pickering,. secrotary of
stato, enclosing the plan of a treaty, dated the 3d.of
May, 1800, and the opinion of Mr Wolcott, seeratary
of the treasury, dated the 14th April, 1800.

{See the opinion of Mr. Stoddert, secretary of the
navy, datediths 234 Aipril; 1800, and the opinions of
Mr. Lec, attorney-general, dated the 26th of Februa-
‘ryyand the 30th April, 1800. .
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oelebrated jarists, upon many of the lixiﬁated.
poiats of the'law of war ; although they had for-
merly espoused, with the exarople of the maost

- powerful government of Europe, the prineiples

of the armed neutrality, which were established
in the year 1780, upon the basis of the memora-
ble declaration of the empress of all the Russias ;

" and although the principles of that declaration

have been ipcorperated into all their public .trea-

‘lies, except ia the instanee of (he treaty of 1794 ;

yet, the United States, still faithful to the pacific
and impartial policy which they professed, did

. pet hesitate, even at the. commencement of the

French revolutionary war, to accept and allow
the exposition of the law of nations, as it was
then maintained by Great Britain ; and, cense-
quently, to adinit, npon a much contested point,

- that the property of her enemy, in their vesscls,

might be lawfully captured as prize of war.®* J¢t

. 'was, also, freely admitted, that a belligerent pow-

er had a right with proper ecautions, (o entesand
search Amurican vessels, for the goods of an ene-
my, and for articles contrahand of war ; that, if
wpon a search sueh goods or avticles were found,,
or ify in the course of the search, persons in :he
military service of the enemy were diseovered, a
beliigerent had a right of transshipment and re-
moval ; that a belligereat had a right, in doubt-.
ful cases, te earry American vessels to 8 conven-
ieni station, for further examination ; and that a
belligerent had a right to exclude American ves-
sels from ports and places, under the blockade of
an adequate pavai force. These rights the law

*Sce the sorrespondence of the year 1792, between
Mr. Jefferson, secretary of State, and the ministers of
Great Britain and France. See also Mr. Jcfferson’s
ketter to the American minister at Paris, of the same
year, requesting the recall of Mr. Genet. )

B2



18 AMERICAN. EXPOSE..

of mations might, reasonably, be deemed to sane-
tlen 5 nor hias a fair exoreise of the powers neces-
sary for the enjoyment of these rights, been, at
any time, centroveried, or opposed, by the Amer-
jean government.

* Put:it: must be again remarkxl, that the claim
of Great Britain was not tebe satisfied, by the
most: ample-and explicit recognition of the law of
war; for; the law of war treatsonly of tho rela-
tiens of'a Iselligerent te his enemy, while the claim
of Great Britain cmbraced; also, the relations be- -
tiveen o suvereign and liis subjects. It was said,
that every British subject was bound by a tie of
- allegianec to his sovercign, which ne lapseoftime,.
no chunge of place, no exigeney of life, could
possibly weaken or disselve. It was said, that
the British severeign was entitled, at all periods,
and on 4]l oceasions, to the services of his sub-
jeets. And it was said, that the British vessels
of war upon the high seas, might lawfully and .
foreibly enter the merchant vessels of every oth-
cr wation (for the theory of these pretensions is
not limited to the case of the United States, al-
theugh that case has been; almost exclusively,
atfevted by their practieal operatien) for the par-.
pese of discovering and impressing British sub-.
jeets.® The Uhited States presume not to dis~
cuss the forms,.or the principles, of the govern-
ments established in- other coantries. Enjoying
the right and tke blessing of self-government, thoy
leave, implicitly, te every foreign nation, the
choive of its seciaband politieal institutions. Buty
wiratever may e the:ferm, or the prineiple, of
government, it is an universal axiom of publie
Iaw, omong sovereign and independent states, that
svery nation is bound s0 to. use and enjoy its .

#Sce tire British. deslaration of the- 16t of Januery,
1813, : .
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ewn rights, as not te injure,.ar destroy, the rights
of any other pation. Say then, that the tie of
uliegiamee cannet be severed, or relaxed, as re~
apeets tha sovereige and the subject ; and say,
that the sovereign is, at all tines, entitled to the
servioes of the subjeet; still, there is. nething
gained, in support of the British.cluim, unless it
vaun, also, be said, that the British sovercign hasa
right te seek and seize his subject,. while ectually
within the daminien, or undor the speeial protec.
tiom, of another severeigo state. This will not,
surely, be denominaled a process of the law of
nations, for the purpose of enforcing the riglts of
war ; and if it shail be telerated as a process of
the mundeipal Jaw of Great Britain, for the pur-
pese of enforcing the right ef the sovereign to the
scrvice of his subjeets, there- is no .principle of
discrimination, whieh cam prevent s being em.
ployed in peaee, or iw war, with all the attendant
abuses of fovee and fraud, to justify the seiaure
of British subjects for crimes, or for debts, and
the seizirre of British property, for any cause
that shall be arbitrarily assigned. 'Fhe introdue-«
tion of these degrading novelties, inta the mwri.’
time code of natiens. it has been the arduous
task of the American government, in the emset,
to-oppose ; and it rests with al other govern.
ments to decide, hew far their lLionor and their
jnteresis must he eventually implicated, by a tac-
it acquiescenee, in the suceessive usurpations of
the British flag. If the right elaimed by Great- -
- Rritain he, indeed, commeon to. all governmentsy
the osean will exhibit, in additioa to its many othe
or perils, a scone of everlasting strife and centen-
tion ; but what ether government has ever clnim-
ed or exereised the right 2 If the right shall be
exedusively estahlished as.a trophy of the maval
superierity of Great-Britain, the eocean, which
kae bean semetimes emphmtically demominated
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¢ the high-way of nations,” will be identified in
the oceupancy and use, with the dominions of the
.British crown ; and every other nation must en-
joy the liberty of passage, upon the payment of
a tribute for the indulgence of a licence : but
what nation is ‘prepared for this sacrifice of its
honor and §ts .interests ¢ And if, after all, the
right be now asserted (as experience too plainly
indicates) for the purpose of imposing on the U-
nited States, to accommodate the British mari- -
time policy, a new and odious limitation of the
sovereignly and independence, which were ae-
quired Dy the glorious revelution of 1776, it is
not for the American governent to calculate the
duration of a war, that shall he waged, in resist--
ance of the active attempts of Great Britain, to
accomplish her project : for where is the Amer-
ican citizeén, who would tolerate a day’s submis-
sion, to the vassalage of such a condition ?

But the American government has seen, with
some surprise, the gloss, which the prinee regent
of Great-Britain, in his declaration of the 10th
of January, 1813, has cendescended to bestow
upon the British claim of a right to impress
men, on board the merchant vessels of other na-
tions; and the retort, which he has ventured te
make, upon the conduct of the United States,
relative to the controverted d«ctrines of expatria-

tion. The American government, like cvery

other civilized jovernment, avows the prineiple,
and indulges the praetiee, of naturalizing foreign-
ers. In Great Britain, and through the continent
of Furope, the laws and regulations upon the
suhjeet, are not materially dissimilar, when com-
pared with the laws and regulations of the Unit-
ed States. The effeet, however, of such natar-
alization, upon tlie consexion, whieh previously
subsisted, between the naturalized person, and the
goverament of the eouatry of his birth, has been

- A
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differently eonsidered, at differeat times, and in
different places. Still, there are many respects,
in which a diversity of opinion does. net exist, and
caunot arise, It is agreed, on all hands, that an
act of naturalization is nat a violatien ef the law’
of nations ; and that, in particular, it is mot in it-
self an offence against the government, whose
subject is naturalized. It is agreed, that am aet
of naturalization ereates, between theparties, the
reciproeal abligations of allegiance and protec-
tion, It is agreed, that while a naturalized viti.
zen continues within the territory and jurisdie.
tion.nf his adoptive government, he cannot be
puraued, or seized, or restrained, by bis: former
sovereign. It is agreed, thata naturalized citi-
zan, whatever may be thought of the claims. of
the severeign of his native country, cannot laws
fully be’withdrawn from the abligations of bis
" contrapt of naturalizalion, by the foree er sedne-~
tion of a third power. Andit is agreed; that no
sovereign can lawfully interfeve, to take from the
service, or the employment, of another savereign,
persons who are not the subjects of either of the
sovereigns engaged in the transaction. Beyond
the prineiples of these accorded propasitions,
‘what have the United States dene. 10 justify the
imputation of « harboring British soamen and: of
exerdising an assumed right, to transfen the alle-
giancn of British subjocts ¥** The United States
have, indeed, insisted upon the right of mavigat-
~ing the ovean in pence and safcty, proteeting all
that is covered by their flag, as on a plave of
cqual and common jurisdiction te all mations ;
save where the law. of war interposes the exceps
tious of visitation, seareh and capture ; but in
doing this, they bave done no wreng, The Unit.

Seathe British declavatian, of the 10th of Jarumy,
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ed States, in perfect consistency, it is belioved,
with the practice of all belligerent natious, not
even exeepting Great Britain Lerself, have, in-
deed, announced a determination. since the dec-
Jaration of hostilities, to afford protection, as well
to the naturalized, as to the native citizen, who,
giving the strongest proofs of fidelity, should be
taken in arms by the enemy; and .the British
cabinct well kuow that this determination could
haveno iMlucuce upon those councils of their
sovereizn, whieh preceded and produced the war.
It was not, then, to ¢ harbor British scamen,”
nor to ¢ transfer the allegiance of British sub-
jects 3” nor to « eancel the jurisdiction of the le-
gitimate sovereign ;” nor to vindicate ¢ the pre-
tensions that zets of maturalization, and certifi-
eates of citizenship, were as valid out of their

. territory, as within it ;”# that the United States
have asserted the honor and the privilege of their
flag, by the force of reason and of arms. But it .
was to resist a systematic scheme of maritime
aggrandizement, which, preseribing to every oth-
er nation the limifs of a territorial boundary,
elaimed for Great Britain the exclusive dominion
of thé scas; and which, spurning the settled
principles of the law of war, condemned the
ships and mariners of (he United States, to suf-
fer, upon the high scas, and virtually within the
jurisdiction of (heir flag, the most rigorous dis-
pensatiens of the British municipal code, iufliet-
ed by the coarse and licentious hand of a British
press gang. ,

"The jnjustice of the British olaim, and the eru-
elty of The British practice, have tested, for a se-
ries of years, the pride and the patience of the
‘Americun government : but, still, every experi-

*See these passages in the British declaration, of the
10tk January, 1813. :

A
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Mt was anxiously made, to avoid the last resort

- of nations. 'Fhe eclaim of Great Britain, in its

theory, was limited to the right of seeking and
impressing its own subjects, on board of the mer-
ehant vessels of the United States, although in
fatal experienee, it has been extended (as already
appears) to the seizure of the subjects of every
other power, sailing under a voluntary contraect
with the American merehant ; to the seizure of
the naturalized citizens of the United States, sail-,
ing, also, under volantary contracts, which every
foreigner, lndependent of any aet of naturaliza-
tion, is at liberty to form in every country ; and
even to the seizure of the native citizens of the
United States, sailing on board the ships of their
own nation, in the prosecution of alawful com-
merce. The excuse for what has been unfeeling-
ly terwed ¢ partial mistakes, and oceasional,
abuse,”* when the right of impressment was prac-
tised towards vessels of the United States, is, in
the words of the prince regent’s declaration, ¢ a

-similarity of language and manners,” but was it

not known, when this excuse was offered to the .
‘world, that the Russian, the Swede, the Dane,
and the German ; that the Frenchman, the Span-
iard, and the Portuguese ; nay, that the Afviean,
and the Asiatic ; between whom and the people
of Great Britain there exists no similarity of lan-

~ guage, manners or complexion ; had been,

equally witnh the Americai citizen and the British
subject, the victims of the impress tyranny.t If,
however, the exouse be sincere, if the real object

of the impressment be merely to sccure to Great

*See the B:itish declaration of the 10th of January,.
1813. . i

tSee the letter of Mr. Pickering, secretary of state,
to Mr. King, minister at London, of the 26th of Octo-
ber, 1796 ; and the letter of Mr. Marshall, secretary
of state, to Mr. King, of the 20th of September, 1800
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Britain, the naval ‘serviees of her own subjeets,
aud not.to wan her Reets, in every practicable
mode of enlistment, by right, er by wrong ; and
it a just and genereus government, professing mu-
tual friendsiip and Tespect, may be presumed to
prefer the aeecomplishment even of a legitimate
purpose, by meanstheé least afflicting and injuri-
ous to others,why have the evertures of the United
‘States, offering other means as -effectual as im-
pressment, for the purpose avowed, to the von-
sideration and acceptanee of Great Britain, been
forever eluded or rejected ? it has been offered,
that the number of men to be ‘protected by an
Amériean vessel should be limited by her tonnage 5
that -British officers should be permitted, in Brit-
ish ports, to eniter the vessel in order to aseertain

the-number of men on board ; and that in ease of

an addition to her erew, the British subjects en-
listed shouald be liable to impressment.®* 1t was
" offered in the solemn form of a law, that the A-
merican seamen sheunld be registered ; that they
should be provided with certificates of citizens
ship,4 and that the roll of the erew of every ves-
sel stiould be formally authentieated.} Tt was of-

fered, that no refuge or protection should be giv-

en to deserters ; but, that,on the eontrary, they

#See the letter of Mr. Jefferson, secretary of state, tc
Mr. Pinkney, ministerat London; .dated the 11th o!

- Yune, 1792, and the letter of Mr. Pickering, secretary

of state, te Mr. King, minister at London, dated the 8th

of June, 1796. : -

N Bee the act of ‘Congress, passed the 28th of May,
798. .

- 1See the letter of Mr. Pickering, secretary of statey

to Mr. King, minister &t London, dated the 8th ei

June, 1796.

S
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‘should be surrendered. ® It was again & again offer-

ed to eoncur in & coavention, which it was theught -

pwacticable to be formed, aud which would settle
the question. of impressmant, in a manner that

would be safe for Englaud, and satisfactory to.

the United States. It was offered that each par-
ty should prohibit its. eitizens or its subjects from
clandestinely concealing or carrying away, from
the territories or colonies of the ether, any sea+
man belenging to the other party.} And, conelu-
sively, it has been offored and deelared by law,
that ¢ after tha termination of the present war,
it sheuld not be lawful to-empley en hoard of any
of the publie or private vessols of the United
States, any persons except citizens of the Ubnited
States ; and that no foreigner should be admitted
~ to bocome a oitizen hereafter, who had not for
the continued term of five years, resided within
the United States, without being,; at apy time, da-

- ring the five years, out of the territories of the -

United States.”’§. o

Tt is manifest then that such provisien might
be made by law-; and thatsucl prevision has heen
repeatedly and urgeatly proposed ; as would, in
all future times, exclude from the maritime ser-
vice of the United States, both in public and pri-
vate vessels, every person, who eould, possibly,.
be elaimed by Great Britain, as a native subjeet,
whether he had, or had. not, been paturalized in

*See the project of a treaty on the subject, between

Mr. Pickering, secietary of state, and M. Liston, the

British minister at Philadelphia, in the year 1800.
_{See. the letter of Mr. King, minister av London, to
* the secretary of State, datedthe 15th of March, 1792.
1See the letter of M. King to the secretary of state,
dated in July, 1808. i
13'1 ;e the act of Congress; passed on tie 3d of Mt ch;
o
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In America,* Iinforced by the same sanetions
aud seeurities, which are employed to enforee the
penal code of Great Britain, as well as the penal
code of the United States, the provision woald
afford the strongest evidence, that no British sub-
Jeet could be found in service on board of an A-
mevican vessel; and, consequently, whatever
might be the British right of impressment, in
the abstract, there would remain no justifiable
motive, there could hardly be invented a plausible
pretext, to exercise it, at the expense of the A-
merican right of lawful commeree. 1f, too, as it
has sometimes been insinuated, there would, nev-
ertheless, be room for frauds and evasions, it is
sufficient to observe thatthe American govern-
ment would always be ready te hear, and to re-
dress, every just complaint ; or, if redress were
sought and rofused, (a preliminary course that
ought never to have been omiitled, but whieh
Great Britain has ncver pursued) it would still be
.in the power of the British government to resort
to its own foree, by acts equivalent to war, for
the reparation of its wrongs. But Great Brit-
ain has, unbappily, pereeived in the acceptance
of the overtures ,ofP the American government,
consequences injurious to her 'maritime poliey ;
and, therefore, withholds it at the expense of her
justice. She pereeives, perbaps, a loss of the A-
merican nursery for her seamen, while she is at
peace ; a loss of the service of American crews,
while she is at war ; and a loss of many of those
opportunities, which have enabled her to enrich
her navy, by the spoils of the American com-
meree, without exposing her own commerec to
the risk of retaliation or reprisale. ‘

#See the letter of instructions from Mr. Menroe,
secretary of State, to the plenipotentiaries for treating
of peace with Great Britain, under the mediation of

= emperor Alexander, dated the 15th April, 1813.

—
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Thus, were the United States; in & scason of
~ reputed peaec, involved in the evils of a state of
war—and thus, was the Ameriean flag annoyed
by a natioa still professing to cherish the senti-
ments of mutual friendship and respeet, which
had been recently vouched, by the faith of a sol-
emn treaty. . But the Ameriean govch}mcnt even
_yet abstained from vindieatiag its rights, and
froin avenging its wrongs, by an appeal to arms,
It was not an insensibility to those wrongs; ner
a dread of British power ; nor a subservicney 1o
British interests, that prevailed, at’ that period, -
in the councils of the United States; but, under
all trials, the American governuient abstained
f>om. the appeal to arms then, as ithas repeatediy
sinee done, in its collisions with’ lfrance, as well
as with Great Britain, from the /purest love of
peace, while peace could be rendéred eompatible
“.with the honor and independence of the nation.
During the peried which has hitherto been
more particularly contemplated (from the declar-
ation of hostilities between Great Britain and
Franee in the year 1792, until the short-lived
paeification of the treaty of Amiens in 1802]
there were net wanting occasions to test the con-
- sisteney and ‘the impartiality of tle American
government, by a comparison of its conduet {to-
wards Great Britain, with its cooduct towards
other nations. 'The manifestation of the extreme
jealousy of the French government, and of the
intemperate zeal of its ministers near the United
States, weroe coeval with the proclamation of
neutrality ; but after the ratificatien of the trea-
ty of Lenden, the scene of violence, spéliation,
and contumely, opened by France, upon the Unit-
ed States, became such, as to admit, perbaps, of
no parallel, exeept in the cotemporaneous scenes
which were exhibited by the injustice of her great
comgetitor. The Ameriean goveroment aoted,
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in both eases, on the same pacific poliey ; in the

same spirit of patienee and forbearance ; byt
with the saine determination, also, to assert the
honor and independenee of the natien. When,
therefore, every eonciliatory effort had failed,
and when fwo successive missions of peace hLad
been contemptuonsly repulsed, the American gov-
ernment, ia the year 1798, annulled its treaties
. with France, and waged a maritime war agairst
that nation, for the defence of its citizens and com-
merce, passing on the high seas. But asgoon as the

.~ hope was conceived, of a satisfactory change in the

dispositions of the French government, the A-
merican govornment hastened to send another
mission 1o France, and a convention, signed in the
year 1800, terminated the sulsisting difforences
between the two countries, .

Nor were the United States able, during the

same period, to avoid a eollision with the gevern-
ment of Spain, npon any important and critical
questions of bogndary and commerce, of Indian
warfare and mmritime spoliation. Preserving,
however, their system of moderation, in the ge-
. sertion of their ¥ights, a course of amicable dis-
eussion and explanation, produeed mutual satis-

faction; and a treaty of friendship, limits and’

pavigetion was formed in the year 1795, by whieh

the eitizens of the United States aequired a right, -

for the space of three years, to deposit their mor-
‘chandize and effects in the port of New-Orleans ;
with a promise, either that the enjoyment of that
right should beindefinitely continued, ov that a-
nother part of the banks of the Mississippi should
bo assigned for an equivalent establishment. But,
when, in the year 102, the pert of New-Orleans
was abruptly closed against the citizens of the
Bnited States, with. ut an assignment of any oth-
~ erequivalent place of deposite, the harmeny of
the two ¢ountries was again moest serieusly ea-

R 7



T

ca g e

AMERICAN EXPOSE. 29

dangercd ; until the Spanish government, yield-
ing to the remonstrances of the United States,
disavowed the act of the intendant of New Or-
leans, and ordered the right of deposite to be re-
instated, on the terms of the treaty of 1795.
The effeets produced, even by a temporary sus-
pension of the right of deposite at New-Orleans,
upon the interests. and feelings of the nation, nat-
urally suggested to the American government the
expeiiency of guarding agaiust their recurrence,
by the acquisition of a permanent property iu the
province of Louisiana. The min:ster of the U-
nited States, at Madrid, was, accordingly, in-
stracted to apply to the government of Spain up-
on-the subject ;5 and on the 4th of May, 1803, he
received an answer, stating, that ¢ by the retro-
ecssion made to Franece, of Louisiana, that power
regained e province, with the limits it had,
saving the rights acquired hy othor powers ; and
that the Unifed States could address themselves
to the French government, to negoeiate the ae-
uisition of territories, which might suit theie
interest.”* But before this reference, official in-
formation of the same fact had been received by
Mpr. Pinkney from the court of Spain, in the
month of March preceding ; and the American
government, having iustituted a special mission
to negociale the purchase of Louisiana from
France, or from Spain, whichever should be¢ the
sovereign, the purchase was. aceordingly. accom-
plished fur a valaable consideration (that was
punctually paid) by the treaty eoncluded at Paris
.on the 30th April, 1803.

#See the letter {rom don Pedro Cevallos, the minis-
ter of Spain, to Mr. C. Pinkney, the minister of the U-
nited States, dated the 4th of May, 1803, from which
the passage cited is literally translated.

d c2
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The American government lias not seen, with-
out some sensibility, that a transaction, accompa.
nied by such circumstances of general publicity;.
and of serupulous good faith, has been denounced’
by the prince regent, in his declaration of the 10th-
of January, 1813, as a proof of the ¢ ungenerous
conduct of (lie United States towards Spain.”'#
In amplification of the royal charge, the British'
negociators at Ghent, have presumed’ to impute
¢ the acquisition of Louisiana, by the United’
States, to aspirit of aggrandizement, not veces-
sary to their own seeurity ;” and te maintain
¢ that the purchase was made against the kmown'
conditions on which.it had been ceded by Spaim
to Franee 3’} that ¢ in the face of the protesta-
tion of ke ministerof 'his catholie majesty at'
‘Washington,.the president of the United States
ratified the treaty of purchase ;1 and that'
_ ¢ there was geod reason to helieve, that many cir-
cumstances attending the transaction were indus-
triously eoncealed.”y The American government’
cannot condéscend to retort aspersions so. unjust;
in language so opprobrious ; and peremptorily re-
%Qcts the pretension of Great Britain, to interfere-
n thebusiness of the United States and Spain-:
but it owes, nevertheless, to the claims of truth,
a distinet statement of tlie facts which have been-
thus pisrepresented. When the special nrission
was appointcd to negociate the purchase of Lou-
isiana from F'rance, in the manner already men-
tioned, the American minister at.London was in-

*See the prince regent’s declaration of the 10tk of”’
January, 1813.
_ 18ee the note of the British commissieners; dated

tire 4th of September, 1814,

1See the note of the British commissioners  ddted!
the 19th of September, 1814 ,

§See the note of the British- commissioners, dated
the 8th of October, 1814,
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. structed’ to' explain'the object of the nifssion, and
. baving made the explanation, be' was assured by
thie British government;, ¢ that' the' eomimuiica-
tibn was received in good’ part ; no deubt'was:sug-
gested'of the right of tHe United States to* pur-
sue, separately and alone; thie objects they afdied
at’; bat the Biitish' government appeared to lie
satisfied with the president’s views on this igipor-
tant subject:”® A soon, too, ay the’ treaty of
purchase was concludéd, before lostilities were
again actualiy eomnrenced between Great Britain
and' Fraunce, and previousty, indéed, to the depart-
ure of 'the French ambassador from Loritton, the
Ameritan minlster openly notified 6’ the Britisht
government, that a‘tréaty’ had been- signed, by
which‘the complete sovereigh(y of tle town and
territory of New-Otleans, as well as' of all Yious
igiana, as th'e same was' heretofore' possessed by

, iﬁin"had ‘been acquired by the United Stutcs of
eried ; and tliat, in’ driwing, up the" treaty,
care liad'been taKen so to frame {he same, @s-not
1o infringe any right of Great' Britain;, in the
mavigation of the river Mississippi.”’t. Inm the ant
swer of the British governnient; it was explicitly
déelared by lovd Hawkesbury, ¢« that'kie had re-

ceived” his majesty’s commandd to' express the -

pleasure wilh which his majesty hiad réveived the
intelligence ; and to add; that his majesty regard:
ed the care, which had bech 1aken so to” fsi'am'e?
the treaty as not'to.infiinge any  right of Great
Britain in the'navigation' of the’ Missistippi, a§
the most satisfactory evidénce of 'a disposifion on
the part of ‘thie.government of the Uiitéd States;

*Sée the letter from the secretary of ‘staté, to’ Mt
King, te"Amerfcan minister‘at London; dated' the’ 20tH
of January, 180%; and Mr. King’s letter to the secrg-
taby of state, dated the 28th'of Abril, 1863,

1See the Ictter of Mr. Kingtd 16rd Eliwiedotity da
tedthe 15th of May, 1803. N

-
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correspondent with that which bis majesty enter-
- tained, to promote and improve that harmony,
whieh se happily subsisted between the two coun-
tries, and which was so condutive to their mutu-
al benefit.”* The world will judge, whether,
under such circumstances, the British govern-
ment had any cause, on its own account, to ar-
raign the conduct of the United States, in mak-
ing the purchase of Louisiana ; and, certainly,
no greater cause will be found for the arraign-
ment, on aecount of' Spain. The Spanish govera-
ment was apprized c¢f the intention ef the United
States to negociate for the purchase of that prov-
ince ; its ambassador witnessed the progress of
the negociation at Paris; and the conclusion of -
the treaty, on the 30th of April, 1803, was
promptly known and understood at Madrid. Yet
the Spanish government interposed no objection,
no protestation, against the transaction, in Eu-
rope ; and it was not until the month of Septem-
ber, 1803, that the American government heard,
with surprise, from the minister of Spain, at
Washington, that his catholic majesty was dissat-
isfied with the cession of Louisiana to the United
States. Notwithstanding this diplomatic remon-
strance, liowever, the Spanish government pro-
ceeded to deliver the possession of T.ouisiana to
France, in execution of the treaty of St. 1delfon-
so ; saw France, by an almost simultaneous aect,
tra-sfer the possession to the Uvited States, in
execution of the treaty of purehase ; and, finally,
instructed the marguis d¢ Casa Yrujo, to present
to the Awevican government. the deelaration of
the 45tlrof May, 1804, acting -*by the special
order of his sovereign.” ¢ that the explanatious,
which the government of France had given to his

*See the letter of lord Hawkesbury to Mr. King, -
dated the 19th of May, 1803,
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~ eathelic majesty, coneerning thé sale of Lotisiana

to the United States, and the amicable dispesi-

tions, on the part of the king, his master, towaris

these states, had determined him to abandon the

opposition, which, at a prier peried, and with the

most substantial motives, he bad ‘manifested a-
inst the transaction,”’#

But after this amicable and decisive arrange-
ment of all differences, in relation te the validity
of the Louisiana purchase, a question of some
embarrassment remained, in relation to the boun-
daries of the eeded territory. 'This question,
however, the American government always has
been, and always will be, willing to discuss, in the
most candid manner, and to settle wpon the miost
liberal basis, with the government of Spain. R
was not, therefore, a fair topie, with which te in-
flame the prince regent’s declaration ; or te om-
bellish the diplomatid notes of the British nego-
ciators at Ghent.4 'The period has arrived, when
Spain, rclieved from her European labers, may
be expected to bestow her attention, more offectu-
ally, upon the state of her colontes ; and, dcting
with wisdom, justice and magnanimity, «f which
she has given frequent examples, she will find né
difficulty in meeting the recent advance of the
American government, for an honorable adjust-
ment of every point in controversy hetween the
two counlries, without secking the aid of British

- mediatioa, er adopting the anrimesity of British

eouneils. -

_*See the letter of the marguis-de Casa Yrujoyto the

Amcrican secretary of staté, dited the 15th of Mujp,
1804,

{See the pringe regent’s declaration of the 10th of

o January; 1813, See the notes of the British ecommis-

sioners,, dated the 19th of September, 8th Oct. 1814,
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Bat still the United States, focling a constant
interest in the opinion of enlightened and impar-
tial nations, ¢annot hesitate to embrace the op-
portunity for representing, in the simplicity of

truth; the events, by which they have been led to -

take possession of a part of the Floridas, netwith-
standing the claim of Spain to the sovereignty of
the same territory. In the acceptation and under-

standing of the United Statcs, the cession of Lou-

isiana, embraced the country south of the Mis-
sissippi territory,and eastward of the riverMissis-
sippi and extending to the riverPerdido; but«stheir
coneiliatory viewe, and their confidence in the
Jnstice of their cause, and in the success of a can-
did discussion and amicable negociation with a
Just and friendly power, indaced them to acqui-
esce in the tempory continuanee of ‘that territory
under the Spanish authority.”* When, however,

the adjustment of the boundaries of Louisiana, as™

well as a reasonable indemnification on acecount of
maritime spoliations, and the  suspension of the
right of deposite at New-Orleans, seemed to be
indefinitely postponed, on the part of Spain, by
events which the United States had not contri-
buted to produce, and could not control ; when a
crisis had'arrived subversive of the order of things
under the Spanish authorities, contravening the
views of both parties, and endangering the tran-
quillity and security of the adjoining territories,
by the intrusive establishment of a government,
- independent of Spain, as well as of the United
States ; and when, at a later peried, there was
reason to believe, that Great Britain herself de-
signed to oceupy the Floridas, (and she has, in-
deed, actually occupied Pensacola, for hostile

*Se the proclamation of the president of the United
States, autharising gevernor Clairborne to to take pos.
session of the territory, dated the 27th of Oct. 1810.

3




~AMBRICAN EXPOSE. 35

purposes.) the Ameriean government, without de-
parting from its respects for the rights of Spain,
and evea consultinz the honor of that state, un-
equal, us she then was, to the task of suppressing
the intrusive establishment, was impelled by the
paramount principle of self-preservation, to res-
cue its own rights from the impending danger,
Hence the United States in the year 1810, pro-
eeeding step by step,according to the growing ex-
igences of the time, took possessien of the coun-
try, in which the standard of independenee had
been displayed; excepting such places as were.
held by a Spanish force In the year 1811, they
authorised their president, by law, provisionally
to accept of the possession of East Flerida from
the local autho:ities, or to pre-oceupy it against
the attemptof a foreign power te seize it. In1813,
they abtained the possession of Mobile, the only
place then held by a Spanish forec in West Florida;
with a view to their own immediate sécurity, but
without varying the questions depending between
them and Spain, in relaticn to that province.—
And in the year 1814, the American commander,

. acting under the sanction of the faw of natious,

but unauthorised by the orders of his government,
drove from Pensacola the British troops, who, in
violation of the neutral territory of Spain, (a via-
lation which Spaia it is believed must herself re-
sent, and would hjve resisted, if the opportunity,
had oecured,) séized and fortified that station, to.
aid in military operations against the United
States. But all these measures of safety and ne-
cessity were frankly explained, as they oceurred,
to the government of Spain, and even to the gov-
ernment of Great Britain, anteccdently to tho
declaration of war, with the sinccrest assurances,.
that the possession of the territory thus acquired,

5.
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¢« shenld not cease to be a subjeet of fii ne-
geciation and adjustment.”#

Phe presentroview of the canduet of the United
Sta.es, towards the belligerant powers of Kurepe,
wiil be regarded by every eandid mind; as a no-
eessary medium to vindicate their natienal ehae-
acter from the unmerited imputations of the prineo
regent’s declaration of the 10th of Junuary, 1813,
and not as a medium veluntarily assnmed, accors-
ing to the insinuations of that deelaration, for the
revival of unwerthy prejudices, or vindietive pas-.
sions, in reference to transactiens that are past.
"The treaty of Amiens, which seemed to termin~
ate the war in Europe, secemed’ also to terminate
the neutral sufferings of America ; but the hepe
of repose was, in both respects, delusive and:tran-
sient. ‘Fhe hostilities that were renewed betweon
Great Britain and Fraoee, in the year 1863, were
immediately followed by the renewal of the ag-
gressious of the belligerent powers, upon the com-.
mercial rights, and pelitical independenee of the
United- States. There was searcely, therefore,
an ipterval separating the aggressions of the first
war; from the aggressions of the -second: war ;
angd although, in nature, the aggressions centinu.

$See the letter from the secretary.of state to- goveraor

- Claiborne, and the proclamation dated the 2th of Qc-
tober, 184Q s

Sce the: preceedings of the cenvention of Florida,.

tranamitted tothe secretary of state, by.the gavernment
of the Mississippi texritory, in his.letter of the 17th of

Qetebpry 1810% and'the answer of the secretary of

state, Jdated, the }5th. of November, 1810

See the letter of Mr. Morjer, British.charge de af
faires,.to. the. secretary of state, dated the 15th of De-
esember, 1810, and the secretary’s answer :

See the correspondence between Mr. Monroe, and-

My, Foster, the British minister, in the months of July,
September, agd November, 1811,
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ed to be the same, in extent they became incalou-
lably more destructive. It will be seen, however,
that the Amevrican government, inflexibly main- ,-
tained its neutral and pacific policy, in every ex-
tremity of the latter trial, with the same good
faith and ferbearance, that, in the former trial,
had distinguished its eonduct ; until it was com-
pelled to ehoose, from the alternative of national
degradation, or national reristance. And if Great
Britain alone then beeame the objeet of the A-
merican declaration of war, it will he seen, that
Great Britain alone, had obstinately closed the
door of amicable negociation. :

The American minister at London, anticipat-
ing the rupture between Great Britain and France,
had-obtained assurances from the British govern-
ment, ¢ that, in the event of war, the instructions
given to their naval officers should be drawn up
with plainness and precision ; and, in general,
that the belligerents should be exercised in mod-
eration, and with due respect to those of neu-
trals.”* And io relation te the important sub-
ject of impressment, he had actually prepared for
signature, with the assent of lord Hawesbury and
lord St. Vincent, a convention to continue during
five years, deelaring that ¢ no seaman, nor sea-
faring person, should, upon the high seas, and
without the jurisdietion of either party, be de-
manded or taken out of any ship or vessel, be-
-Jonging to the citizens er subjects of one of the
parties, by the public or private armed ships, or
men of war, belonging to, or in the service of, the
other party ; and that striot orders should bo giv-
en for the - due observance of the engagement.”}.

*See the letter of Mr. King, to the secretary of state,
dated the 16th of May, 1805. ‘

" {See the letter of Mr. King, to the sécretary of state,
dated July, 1803, -
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v"I'his convention, which explicitly relinquished

impressinents from American vessels on the high
seas, and to which the British ministers had, at
first, agreed, lord St. Vincent was desjrous after-
wards to modify, ¢ stating, that on further reflee-

tion, he was of opinion, that the warrew seas

should be expressly excepted, they having been,

as his lordship remarked, immemorially consider-

ed to be within the dominion of Great Britain.”
The American minister however, ¢ having sup-

posed, from the tenor of his conversatiens with -

Jerd St. Vincent, that the doetrine of mare clau-
sum would not be revived against the United
States on this occasion ; but that England would
be centent, with the limited jurisdietion, or de-
minion, over the seas adjacent to her territaries,
which is assigned by the law of nations te other
states, was disappointed, on receiving lord St.
Vineént’s communication ; and chose rather to

abandon the negociation, than to acquiesee in the

doctride it proposed to establish.””%* But it was
still some satisfaction to reeeive a formal declar-

ation from the British government, communicat-

ed by its minister at Washington, afler the re-

commencement of the war in Kurope, which pro-

mised in effect to reinstate the practice of naval
blockades, uwpon the principles of the law of na-
tions ; so that no blockade should be considered
as existing, ¢ unless in respect of particular ports
which might be actually invested ; and, then, that
the vessels bound te such ports should not be eap-

#See the letter of Mr, King to the secretary of state,
dated July, 1803.

.
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turcd, unless they had previously been warned
not te enter them.”* . ,

All the precautions of the Amcrican govern-
ment were, nevertheless, ineffectual, and the as-
surances of the British government were, iv no
instance, verified. The outrage of impressment

* was again and indiseriminately perpetrated upon

the erew of every Amnerican vessel, and on every
sca. 'I'he enorwmity of blockades, established by
ap order in eouncil, without the application of a
competent forece, was, more and more developed.
The rule, denominated ¢ the rule of the war of

. 4756,” was revived in an affected style of moder- -

ation, but in a spirit of more rigorous execution.}
The lives, the liberty, the fortunes and the hap-
piness of the citizens of the United States, engag-

- ed in the pursuits of navigation and commeree,
- were once more subjeeted to the violenee and cu-

pidity of the British cruizers. And, in brief, so
.grievous, so intolerable, had' the afflictions of the
pation become, that the people with one mind, and
ene voiee, called loudly on their government, for
redress.and protection ;3 the congress of the Uni-
ted Siates, participating in the feelings and re-
sentment of the time, urged upon the executive

magistrate, the neeessity of an immediate demand

-

#Sce @pe letter of Mr. Merry to the secretary of
state, the 12th of April, 1804, and the enclosed copy of
a letter from Mr. Nepean, the secretary of the admi-
rality, to Mr. Hammond, the British under secretary of
state of foreign affairs, dated January 5, 1804. .

gSee the orders in council of the 24th of June, 1803,
and the 17th of August, 1805. : '

$See the memorials of Boston, New-York, Phila-

- delphia, Baltimore, &c. presented to congress in the

end of the year 1805, and the beginning of the year 1806,
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of reparation from Great Britain ;# while-the
same patriotic spirit, which had opposed British
usurpation in 1793, and encountered French hos-
. tility in 1798, was again pledged, in every variety
of form, to the maintenance of {he national henor
and independenee, during the more arduous trial
_ that arese in 1805.

Amidst the scenes of injustice on the one band,

and of reclamation on the other, the Ameriean
- government preserved its equanimity and its firm-.
‘ness. It beheld mueh in the conduct of France,
and of her ally, Spain, to provoke reprisals. It
beheld more in the conduet .of Great Britain,
that led unavoidably (as had ofien been avowed)

to the last resort of arms. It beheld in the tem-

per of the nation, all that was requisite to justify
an immediate selection of Great Britain, as the
object of a declaration of war. And it could not
but behold in the policy of France, the strongest
motive to acquire the United States, as an asso-
eiate in the existing conflict. Yet, these consid-
erations did not then, more than at any former
crisis, subdue the fortitude, or mislead the judg-
ment, of the American government ; but in per-
fect consisteney with its neutral, as well asits pa-
cific system, it demanded atonement, by remon-
strances with Franee and Spain; and it sought
the preservation of peace, by negoeiatidh with
‘Great Britain.’ "

1 has becn shown, that a treaty proposed, em-
phatically, by the British minister, resident at
Philadelphia, ¢ as the means of drying up every
source of complaint and irritation, upon the head
. of impressment,” was ¢ deemed ulterl; inadmis-

§See the resolutions of the Senate of the United
States, of the 10th and 14th of February, 1806 ; and
ue resolution of the house of representatives of the

United States.
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sible” by the Ameriean government, because it. .
did ot sufficiently provide for that object.* It
has, alse, been shewn, that anether treaty, pro-
posed by the American minister at London, was
laid aside, because the British government, while
it was willing to. relinquish, expressly, impress-:
meats from Amerjcan vessels, on the high seas,
insisted upon an exception, in reference to the
narrow seas, claimed as a part of the British do-
miuvion: and experience demonstrated, that al-
though the spoliations committed upon the Amer-
ican commerce, might admit of reparation, by
the payment of a pecuniary equivalent ; yet, con-
sulting the henor, and the feelings of the nation,
it was impossible te receive satisfaction. for the
cruelties of impressment, by any other means,
than by an entire diseontinuanee of the practice.
When, therefore, the cnveys extraordinary were
appointed in the year 1806, to negociate with the
British government, cvery authority was given,
for the purposes of conciliation ; nay, an act of
. Congress, prohibiting the importation of eertain.
articles of British manufacture into the United
States, was suspended, in proof of a friendly dis.
. Pposition 3} but it was declared, that ¢ the sup-

pression of impressment, and the definition of
blockades, were absolutely indispensable ;» and
that, « without a provision against impressments,
no treaty should be concluded.” The Ameriean
envoys aecordingly, took care te communicate to

*See Mr. Listonds letter to ‘the secretary of state,
dated the 4th of February, 1800 ; and the letter of Mr.
Pickering, secretary of state, to the president of the
Utited States, dated the 20th of February, 1800.

tSee the act of Congress, passed the 18th day of
April,; 1806 ; and the aet suspending it; passed the
19th of December, 1806.
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the British commissioners, the limitations of their
powers. Influenced, at the same time, by a sin-
cere desire to terminate the differences between
“the two nations ; knowing the solicitude of their
government, to relieve its seafaring citizens from
actual sufferanee ; listening with eonfidence, to
assurances and explanations of the British com-
missioners, ina sense favorable to their wishes
and judging from a state of information, that gave
fio immediate cause to doubt the sufficiency of
those assurances and explanations; the envoys,
rather than terminate the negeciation without
any arrangement, were willing to rely on the ef-
fieacy of a substitute, for a pesitive article in the -
treaty, to be submitted to the consideration of
their government, as this, aceording to the dec- "
laration of the Britisk commissioners, was the
- only arrangement, they were permitted at that
time, to propose or to allow. The substitute was
presented in the form of a note from the British
commissioners to the American envoys, and con-
tained a pledge, ¢ that instruetions had been giv-
en, and should be repeated and enforced, for the .
observance of the greatest eaution in the impres-
sing of British seamen ; that the strictest eare
should be taken to preserve the citizens of the
United States from any molestation or injury ;
" and that immediate and prompt redress should be
afforded, upon any representation of injury sus-
tained by them.”* i .
Inasmuch, however, as the treaty centained no
provision against impressment, and it was seen by
the government, when the treaty was under cen--
sideration for ratification, that the pimo. eon-
tained in the substitute was not complied with,
but, on the centrary, that the impressments were

*See the note of the British commissioners, ‘dated -
8th of November, 1806. '
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continned, with undiminished violence, ia the A.
meriean seas, 8o long after the alledged date of
the instruetions, which were to arrest them ; that
the practical ineficacy of the substitute could not
be doubted by the government here, the ratifica-
tion of the treaty was necessarily deelined ; and
it has since appeared, thatafter a change in the
British ministry had taken place, it was declared
by the seeretary for foreign affairs, that no en-
gagvments were entered into, on the part of his

“Inajesty, as connected with the treaty, except such

as appear upon the faec of it.*

The American government, however, with un-
abating solicitude for peace, urged an immediate
renewal of the negoeiations on the basis of the
abortive treaty, until this course was peremptorily,
declared, by the British government, to be ““whel-
Jy inadmissible.”’

But, independent of the silence of the proposed

‘treaty, upon the great topic of American com-

plaint, and of the view which has been taken of
the projected substitute; the eontemporancous
deelaration of the British commissioners, deliv-
ered by the command of ‘their severeign, and to
which the American envoys refused to make
themselves a party, or to give the slightest de-
gree of sanction, was regarded by the Ameriean
government, as ample cause of rvejection. In
reference to the French deeree, which had been .
issued at Berlin, on the 21st of November, 1806,
it was declared that if France should earry the
threats of that decree into execution, and if
¢ peutral mations, contrary to all expectation,
should acquiesee in such usurpations, his majesty
might, probably, be compclled, however relue-

*See Mr. CMng’s letter to the American envoys,
dated 27th October 1807, = - '
1See the same letter. )
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tantly, to retaliate, in his just defence, and to
adopt, in regard to the commerce of neutral na-
tions, with his enemies, the same measures, which
those nations.should have permitted to be enforc-
ed, against their commerce with his subjects :”
¢¢ that his majesty could not enter into the stipu-
- lations of the present treaty, without an explana-
tion from the United States of their intentions,
or a reservation on the part of his majesty, in

the case above mentioned, if it should ever oceur,”

and ¢ that without a formal abandenment, or tac-
it relinquishment of the unjust pretensioms of
France ; or without such, conduct and assuran-.
ces upon the part of the United States, as should
give security to his majesty, that they would not
submit to the Freneh innovations, in the estab-
lished system of maritime law, his majesty would
not consider himself bound by the present signa-
ture of ,his commissioncrs, to ratify the treaty, or-
precluded from adopting such measures as might
seem necessary for counteracting the designs of
the enemy.” *

The reservation of a power, toinvalidate a sol-
emn treaty, at the pleasure of vne of the parties
and the menaces of inflicting punishment upon
the United States, for the offences of another na-
tion, proved, in the event, a prelude te the sc:nes
~ of vislence, which Gaeat Britain was then aboat
- to display, and which it would bave been improp-
er for the American negociators to amticipate.
For, if a commentary were wanting to explain
the real design of such conduct. it would be found
in the faet, that within eight days from the date
of the treaty, aud before it was possible for the

British goveroment to have known the effeet of .

*See the note of the British. commissioners dated the
31st December, 1806. Secc also the answer of Messrs.:
Monroe and Pinkney to that note.
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the Berlia decree on the Ameriean government ;
nay, even before the Ameriean government had
itself heard of that deeree, the destruection of
Ameriean commerce was commenced by the order
in council of the 7th of January, 1807, which an-
nouneed. ¢ that ne vessel should be permitted to
trade from one port to.anether, both which ports
should belong to, or be in possession of Franee,
or-her allies : or should be se far under their
control, as that British vessels might not trade
freely thereat.”* _ _

During the whele peried of this negociation,

" which did not finally close until the British gov-
ernment declared, in the month of October, 1807,

that negociation was no longer admissible, the
course pursucd by the British squadron, stationed
more immediately on the Ameriean coast, was in
the extreme,’ vexatious, predatory and hostile.
‘T'he territorial jurisdiction of the United States,
extending, upon the prineiples of the law of na-

- tions, at least a leaguc over the adjaceat ocean,

was totally disregarded and contemned. Vessels
employed in the coasting trade, or in the busi.

- ness of the pilot and the fisherman, were objeets

of incessant violence ; their petty ecargoes were
plundered ; and some of their scanty crews were
of'ten, either impressed, or wounded, or killed, by
the force of British frigates.—British ships of
war hovered, in warlike display, upoen the coast;
blockaded the ports of the United States, so that
no vessel could enter or depart in safety ; ‘pene-
trated the bays and rivers, and even anchored in

. the harbors, of the United States, to exercise a

Jurisdiction of impressment; threatened the
towns and villages with conflagration ; and wan-
tonly discharged musketry, as well as cannon, up-
on the inhabitants of an open, and unprotected

*See the order in souncil of January 7, 1807.
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sountry. The neutrality of the American territory:

was violated on every oceasion : and, at lusi, the
American government was doomed to suffer ihe

~ greatestindignity which eould be offered to a sov-

ercignand indepemlent nation, in the ever memior-
able attack of a British fifty gua ship, under the
eountenance of the British squadron, anchoved
within the waters of the Ubnited States, upon tho
frigute Chesapeake, peaceably prosecuting a dis-
tant voyage. The British government affecied,
from time to time, to disapprove and condemn
these outrages ; but the officers who - perpetrated
them were generally applauded ; if tried, they
were acquitted ; if removed from the American
station, it was only to be promoted in another
station ; and if atonement wdvre offered, as in the:

_Ragrant instanee of the frigate Chesapeake, the

atonement was so ungracious in the manner, and
so tardy in the result, as to betray the want of

that eonciliatory spirit whiel ought to-have char--

ascterized it.*

But the American government, sooihing the
exasperated spirit of the people, by a proclama-
tion which interdicted the entranee of all British-
armed vessels, into the harbors and waters of the:
United States,} neither commenced hostilities a-
gainst Great Britain ; nor sought a defensive al-
lianee with France ; nor relaxed in its firm, but
conciliatory, efforts, to enforee the claims of jus-
tice, upon the honor. of both nations. .

*See the evidence of these facts reported to con-
‘gress in November 1806. :

See the documents respecting captain Love, of the
Driver ; captain Whitby, of the Leander.

See, also, the correspondence respecting the frigate

Chesapeake, with Mr. Canning, at London ; with Mr.

Rose, at Washington ; with Mr. Erskine, at Wash-'

ington. .
1See the proclamation of the 2d of July, 1807.
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The rival ambition of Great Britain and Franee,
pow,however,approached the consummation,whieh
irvolving the destruction of all neutral rignis,
upon an avowed priaciple of action, cvuld not fail
to tender an actual state of war, eomparatively,
move safe, and more prospereus, than the imagi-
mary state of peace, to which neutrals were re-
duced. The just and impartial eendnet of a neu~
tral nation, ceased to be its shield, and its. safe-
guard, when the conduct of the belligerent powers
towards each other beeame the only eriterion of
the law of war. The wrong committed by one
of the belligerent powers was thus made the sig-

nal for the - *~- ong by
the other ; 1 nt com-
plained to bt ough it
never deniec ariably
retorted an ito the
priority of { copu. o - _, or each

demanded a course of resistance against its antag-
onist, which was calculated to progtrate the A-
meriean government and eocree the United States,

. against their interest and their policy, into be-

eoming an associate in the war. But the Amer-
fcan government uever did, and never ¢an, admit,
that a belligerent pewer, ¢ in taking steps to re-

" strain the vielence of its ememy, and 1o retort

upon them the evils of their own injusiice,”* is
entitled to disturb and to destroy, the rightsof a
neutral power, as recegnized and established, by
the law of nations. It was impessible indeed,
that the real features of the miscalled retaliatory
system should be long masked from the world ;
when Great-Britain, even in her acts of profes.
sed retaliation, deelared, that France was unable
to exeeute the hostile denunciations of her de-
erees ;1 and when Great Britain herself wnblush-

*See the or lers in council ofthe 7th of :Ianuary, 1807.

o 1See the orders in council of the 7th of January, 1867.
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ingly entered into the same commeree with her

enemy (through the medium of forgeries, perju-

ries, and licenses) from which she had interdie-

ted unoffending neutrals. The pride of naval su-
periority ; and the eravings of commercial mo-
nopoly ; gave, after all, the impulse and direction
to the councils of the British cabinet ; while the
vast, altheugh visionary, projects of France, fur-

nished oceasions and pretexts, for accomplishing -

the ohjects of those councils. -
The British minister resident at Washington in
the year 1804, having distinctly recognized, in
the name of his severeign, the legitimate prinei-
ples of blockade, the American government re-

eeived with some surprise and solicitude, the sue-

cessive n-tifications of the 9th of August 1804,
the 8th of April, 1866, and more particularly,

of the 16th of May, 1806, announeing by the last

notifieation, ¢¢ a blockade of the coast, rivers and
ports- from the river Elbe to the port of Brest,
both inclusive.””} In uvohe of the notified instances
of blockade, were the principles, that had been
recognized in 1804, adopted and pursued, and it
will be reeolleeted by all Kurope, that neither at
the time of . the notification of the 16th of . May,
4806 ; nor at the time of exeepting the Elbe and
Ems, from the operation of that notification ;}
nor at any other time during the continuanee of
the French war, was there an adequate naval
force, actually applied by Great Britain, for the
purpose of maintaining a blockade, from the river

1See lord Harrowby’s note to Mr. Monroe, dated the
9th of August, 1804, and Mr. Fox’s notes to Mr. Mon-
roe, dated respectively the 8th of April, and the 16th
of May, 1806. .

1See lord Howick's note to Mr. Monroe, dated the
25th September, 1806.
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Elbe, to the. port of Brest. It was then in the

-Janguage of the day, «.a merc paper blockade ;”
@ manfest infraction of the law of nations ; und
#n aet of peeuliar injustice to the United States,
s the only neutral power, ugainst which it would
practically operate.  But whatever amay have
been the sense of the American government on
the oceasion ; and whatever might be the dispo-
sition, to aveid making this the grousd of an epen
rupture with Great Britain, the ¢ase assumed a
charaeter of the highest interest, when indepen-
dent of its own injurious consequences, Franee
in the Berlin decree of the 21st of November,
il i e e e e

' that

before

; and

e io-

8, and

. right
" to in-
‘ -atiows 3

1 4

a;a—d to extend Tl:e commeree a.n_dwi;a.dnstly of Eng-.

- Yand, upon the ruin of these nations.”* The A.

merican government aims notl, and pever hag

aimed at the justification, either-of ‘Great Brit-’

8in or of France, in their career of erimination

and recrimination ; but it is of some impertance -

“to ebserve, thatif the blegkade of May 1806,
was ao unlawful blockade, aad if the right of re-
taliation arose with the first unlawful attack,
made by a belligerent Pewer upon neutral rights,
‘Great Britain bas yet.to answer to mankind, ac-
eording to the rule of her own acknowledgment,
&or all the calamities of the retaliatory warfare,
¥France, whetherright, or wrong, made the Brit-

~*Seethe Betlin decree of . the 2 tst November, 1806,
E v
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ish system of blockade, the foundation of the
Berlin deeree ; and France had an equal right
with Great Britain to demand from the United

States, an opposition to every encroachment upon

the privileges of the neutral character. Itis
enough, however, on the present oceasion, for the
American government, to ebserve, that it posses-
sed no power to prevent the framing of the Ber-
lin decree, and to disclaim any approbation of its
principles, or acquiescence in its operations : for
it neither belonged to Great Britain nor to France
to prescribe to the Ameriean government, the
time or the mode, or the degree of resistance, to
the indignities, and the outrages, with which each
of those nations in its turn assailed the United
States. '

Bat it has been shown, that after the British
government possessed a knowledge of the exist-
enee of the Berlin decree, it anthorized the con-
clusion of the treaty with the United States
which was signed, at London, on the 84st of De-
cember, 1806, reserving to itself the pewer of
annulling the treaty, if France did not revoke,
or if the United States, as a neutral power, did
not resist, the obnoxious weasure. 1t has, alse,
been shown, that before Great Britain could pes-
sibly ascertain the determination of the United
States, in relation to the Berlin decree, the orders

" in council of the 7th of January, 1807, were issu-

ed, professing to be a retaliation against France,
s at a time when the fleets of France and ber al-
lies were themselves eonfined within their own

" ports, by the superior valor and discipline of the

A

British nayy,”* but operating,in fact,against the

United States, as & neutral power, to prohibit
their trade < from a due port to another, both

1807,

~'#See the erder in council of the 7th of Ja\mxary{

Y, JRRERgp—




AMERICAN EXPOSE. 51

which ports should belong to, or be in the posses-

sion of, France or her allies, or should be so far

under.their controls, as that British vessels might

ot trade freely thereat.,”* It remains, however,

to be stated, that it was not until -the 12th of

Mareh, 1807, that the British minister, then re-

siding at Washington, communicated to the A-

meriean goevernment, in the name of his sove-

reign, the orders in council of January, 1807,

with an intimation, that stronger measures would

be pursued, unless the United States should re-

sist the operations of the Berlin deeree.t At the

moment, the British government was reminded,

¢ that within the period of theose great ecvents,
which continued to agitate Europe, instances had .
escurred, in which the commeree of neutral na-

tions, movre especially of the United States, had

experienced the severest distresses from its own

erders and measures, manifestly unauthorized by

the law of natioms;” assurances were given,

¢¢ that no cuipable acquiescence on the part of

~ the United States would render them accessary (o

the proceedings of one belligerent nation, through

their rights o% neutrality, against the commerce

of itsadversary ; and the right of Great Britain

to issue such orders, unless as orders of blockade,.
to be enforced according to the law of nations,

was utterly denied.: ,

This candid and explicit avewal of the senti-
monts of the American government, upon an ocea- -
sion, so novel and important in the history of na-
tions, did net, however, make its just impression,
upon the British cabinet ; for, without assigning:

“*See the order in council of the 7th of January, -
1807,
1See Mr. Exskine’s letter to the secretary of state,
dated the 12th of March, 1807. ,
$See the secretary of state’s letter to Mr. Erskine,,
dated,the 20th of March, 1807.
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any new provocation on the part of Frauvee, andt
complaining, merely, that neutral powers had not
been induced to interpose, with effect, to obtain
arevoeation of ‘the Berlin decree, (whiek, howev.
er. Great Britain: had affirmed to be a decres
nominal and inoperative) the orders in couneil of
the 11th November, 1807, were issued, declaring,
% that all the ports and places of France and her
allies, or of any other country at war with his
majesty, and all other ports or places in Europe,
from which although not at war with his majesty, .
the British flag was excluded, and all ports op
places in the colonies belonging to his majesty’s
enemies, should, from thenceforth, be subject to
the sanic vestrictions, in point of trade and mavie’
gation’, as if the same were actually blockaded by

is majesty’s naval forees, in the most strict and
rigorous manner :¥ that ¢ all trade in articles
which were thc produce or manufacture of the
said countries or celonies, shonld be deemed and
eonsidered tobe unlawful :* but that neutral ves-
sels shoold stil be permitted to trade with
France from certain free ports, or through
ports and places of the British dominions.®
To aceept - the lawful enjoyment of a right,
a3 the grant of a superior; to presecute a
lawful commeree under the forms of favor and
indulgence ; and to pay atribute to Great-Brit-
" ain, for the privilege of a lawful téansit on the
ocean; were conocessions, whieh Great Britain
was disposed, ingidiously, to exact. by an appeal
to the cupidity of individuals, but which the U-
mited States could never yield ; consistently with
the independenee and sovereignty of the nation.
The orders in eouncil were, therefore, altered in

*Sge the orders in council of the 11th of Nevem-
ber, 1807. . '
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this respect, at a sabsequent period ;* bat the
general interdict of neutral commerce, applying, -
wmere especially to. Ainerican commerce, was ob-
stinately maintained, against all the force of rea-
son, of remonstrance, and of protestation, em-
ployed by the  American government, when the
subject was'presented to its consideration, by the
British minister residing .at Washington. The
fact assumed as the basis of the orders in counecil
was unequivocally disowned.; and it was demon-
strated, that se far frem its being true, ¢ that the
Unifed States had acquiesced in the illegal ope-
- ration of the Eerlin decree, it was not even true
that at the date of the British orders of the 11th
of November, 1807, a single application of that
deeree to the eommerce of the United States, on
the high . seas, could have been known to the
British. government ;” while the British govern-
“ment had been officially informed by the Ameri-
<ean winister at London, ¢ that explanations, un-
contradicted by any overt act, had been given te
the American minister at Paris, which justified a
reliance that the French. decree would not be put
in force against the United States.”t ,
I'he British ordees of the 11th of November,
1807, were quickly followed by the French de-
cree of Milan, dated the 17th of December, 1807,
¢ which was said to be resorted to, enly in just
retaliation of the barbarous system adopted by
England,” and in which the denationalizing ten-
_deney of the orders, is made the foundation of a
declaration_in the decree,. ¢ that every ship to

*See Mr. Canning’s letter to Mr. Pinkney, 23d Feb-
ruary, 1808.

tSce Mr. Ersking’s letter to the secretary of state,.
dated 22d of February, 1808; ajﬂhe «answer of the:
secretary of state, dated the 35th of March, 1808..
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whatever nation it might belong, thatshould have
- submitted to he searched by an English ship, or
to a voyage to England, or sheuld have paid any
tax whatsoever to the English government, was
thereby, and for that alene, declared to be dema.
tionalized, to have forfeited the protection of its
sovereign, and to have become English preperty,
subjéct to capture as good and lawful prize : thag
the British Islands were placed in a state of block-
ade, both by sea and land—and every ship, of
whatever nation, or whatever the nature of its
oargo might be, that sails from the ports of Eng-
Iand, or those of the English colonies, and of the
countries occupied by English troops, and pre-
ceeding to England, or to the English colonies,
or to countries oecupied by English troops, should
. be gvod and lawful prize : but the provisions of
~ the decree should be abrogated and null, in faet,
as soon as the Knglisb should abide again by, the
principles of the law of nutions, which are, also,
the prineiples of justiee and honor.”* In eppo-
sition, however, to the Milan decree, as well as
to the Berlin decree, the American government
strenuously and uneeasingly employed every in-
strument except the instrument of war. It aot-
ed precisely towards Franee; as it acted towards -
Great Britain on similar oceasions ; but France
remained, for a time, as insensible to the claims
of justice and honor, as Great Britain, each imi-
tating the other, in extravagance ef pretensions,
and in obstinacy:ef purpose. —

When the American government received in-
telligence, that the orders of the £1th of Novem-
ber, 1807, had been under the eeusideration of the
British eabinet, and were actually prepared for
promulgation,t,it"s anticipated that France, in

I Y . -
m*?ee the-Milam:decree of the 17th of December,
0 L
.~
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» zealous prosecution of the retaliatory warfare,
would soon produce an aet of, at least, equal in-
justice and hostility. 'The crisis existed, there-
fure, at which the United States were compelied
to deeide eitlver to withdraw their’ seafaring eciti-
zens, and their commereial wealth from the o-
eean, or to lecave the interests of the mariner and
the merchant exposed to cortain destruetion; or
to engage in open and active war, for the protee-
tion and defonce of those interests. The princi-

and the habits of the American government,
were still disposed to neutrslity and peace. In
weighing the nature and the amount of 'the ag-
gressions, which had been perpetrated, or which
were threatused, if there were any prependerance

" te determine the balance, against one of the bel-

ligerent powers, rather than the other, as the' ob-
ject of a deelaration of war; it was againse
Great-Britain, at least, upon the vital interests
of impressment; and the obviows superiority of
her naval means of annoyance. The French de-

orees were, indeed, as obnexieus in their forma-

tion and design as the British orders; but the
government of France elaimed and exercised no
right of impressment ; and the maritime spoli-
stions of France were eemparatively restricted

3ot only by er own weakness on the ceean, but
_ by the eonstant and pervading vigilanee of the

fleets of her °“°";}" The diffieulty of selection 3
theindiscretion of eneountering, at once, both of
the offending powers 3 and, above all, the hope of
an early retarn of justioe, under the dispensations
of the ancient public law, prevailed in the coun-
cils of the Ameriean goverament ; and it was r¢-

- solved to attempt the preservation of its neutrali-
ity and its peace ; of its ei , and its resoure-

es ; by a voluntary suspension Of the commerce
and navigation of the United States. It is true,
that for the minor outrages committed, under thio

ces ST o “—-—l. - RS
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pretext of the rule of the war of 1756, the eiti
zens of every denomination had demanded from
their government, in the year 1805, protection
and redress; itis true, that for the unparalleled
enormities of 1807, the citizens of every denom-
ination again demanded protection and redress :
~ but it is also, a trath, conclusively established by
every manifestation of the sense of the American
people, as well as of their government, that any
honorable means of protection and redress, wers
preferred to the last resort of arms. The Amer-
ican. government might homorably retire, for a
time, from a scene of conflict and collision ; but
it could no longer, with honor, permit its flag te
be insulted, its citizens to be enslaved, and its.
- property to be plundered, on the high way of pa-
tions. ' :

" Under these impressions, the restrictive system
of the United States, was introduced. InDecem-
ber, 180%, an embargo was imposed upon all A-
merican vessels and merchandise ;% on princi-
ples similar to those, which originated and regu-
Jated the embarge law, authorised to be laid by
the president of the ( nited States, in the year
4794 : but soon afterwards, in the gepuine spirit
of the pelicy, that prescribed the measure, it was
declared by law, « thatin the event of such peaee,
or suspension of hestilities, hetween the belliger-
ent powers of Furope, or such changes in their
measures affecting neutral comm ree, as might
. vender that of the United States safe. in the
judgment of the president of the United States,
he was authorised te suspend the ewmbargo, in
whole or in part.”’t The pressure of the embargs

*See the act of congress passed the 22d December
1807. LA

N Jgec the act of congress passed the 1st day of Mareh,,

-
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was thought, hewever, so severe npon every part
of the commuaity,that the Amerioan government,
notwithstanding the neutral eharaster of the
measure, determined upon some reluxation ; and,
scoordingly, the embargo being raised, as to all
other nations, a system of non-intercourse and
pon-importatien was substituted in March, 1809,
a8 to Great Britain and France, whieh prohibited
all voyages to the British or French dominions,
and all trade in articles of British or French pro-
duct or manufaeture.* But still adhering to the
neutral and pacifie polioy of the gevernment, it
- was declared, ¢ that she president of the United
Btates should be authorised in ease ejther France
or Great Britain, should so reveke, or medify,
her edicts, as that they should cease to violate the
seutral commerce of the United States, to-declure
the same by prociamation ; after whieb the trade
of the United States might be renewed with the
wations so doing.”t 'These appeals to the justice
and the interests of the belligerent pewers prove
g ineffectual ; and the necessities of the eountry
increasing, it was finally resolved by the Ameri.
ean government, to take the hazards of a war ;
to revoke its restrictive system ; and to exclude
British and Prench armed vessels frontthe har.
borg and waters of the United States ; but, again,
emphatieally to announce, ¢ that in case either
Great Britain or France should, before the 3d
of March 1811, so reveke, or modify, her edicts,
as that they should cease to violate the neutral
-eommerce of the United States; and if the other
nation should not within three menths thereafter,
so reveke, or modify, her ediets, inlike manner,”
the provisions of the non-intcreourse and non-

*See the 11th section cf the last cited act of congress.
18ee the act-of congress passed the 1at day of May,
1809. ‘
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importation law should, at the expirationof three
months, be revived against the nation refusing, or
neglecting, to revoke or modify its edicts.*

1n the course, which the American government
had hitherto pursued; relative to the- belligerent
orders and decrees, the candid. foreigner, as well
as the patriotie citizen, may perccive an cxtreme

solicitude, for the preservation of peace ; but in-

the publicity, and impartiality, of the overture,
that was thus spread before the belligerent pow-

ers, it is impossible, that any indieation should be

found, of foreign influence or eontrol. The over-

ture was urged upon both nations for acceptance,

ut the same time, and in the same maunner ; nor
was an intimation withheld, from either of them,
that ¢ it might be regarded by the - belligerent

first aceepting it, as a promise to itself, and a-
warning to its enemy.”t ISach of the nations, -

from the commencement of (he retaliatory sys.
tem, acknowledged, that its measures were viola-
tions of public Jaw; and each pledged itself to
relract them, whenever the other should set the
example.; Although the American government,
therefore, persisted in its remonstrances against
‘the original (ransgressions, without regard to the
question of the priority, it embraced, with eager-
ness, every hiope of reconciling the interests of
the rival powers, with the performance of the
duty which they owed to the veutral character of
the United States: and when the British minis-
ter, residing at Washington, in the year 1809,

aflirmed, in terms as plain, and as positive, as-

*See the act of congréss, passed the Ist day of May,
1810. ' - o
tSee the correspondence between the secretary of
state, and the American ministers at London and Pazis.
1See the documents laid before congress from time

- to time by the president, and printed.
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fanguage could supply, ¢ that he was autherised
to declare, that his Britannie majesty’s orders in
council of January and November, 1807, will have
been withdrawn, as it respeets the United ftates,
on the 10th of June, 1809, the president of the .
United States hastened, with approved liberality,
to accept the declaration as conclusive evidence,
that the promised fact would exist, at the stipula-
ted period ; and, by an‘immediate proclamation
he announced, * that after {he 10th of June nmext,
the trade of the United States with Great Britain,
as suspended by the non-interceurse law, and by
the acts of congress laying and exforcing an em-
bargo, might be renewed.”* The American gov«
_ernment neithér asked, nor received from the
British minister, an exemplification of his pcwers ;
an inspection of instruetious ;5 nor the solemnity -
of an order in council : but executed the compact
on the part of the United States, in all the sin<
. cerity of its own intentions ; and in all the confi-
dence, whieh the official act of the representative
-of his Britannic majesty, was calculated to In-
spire. - The act and the authority for the aet,
were however, disavowed by Great Britain ; and
- an attempt was made by the successor of Ersk-
ine, through the aid of insinuations, which were
indignantly repulsed, to justify the British rejee-
tion of the treaty of 1809, by referring to the A-
merican rejection of the treaty of 1806 ; forget-
ful of the essential points of difference, that the
British government, on the former oceasion, had
been explicitly apprized by the Ameriean negoei-
ators of their defect of power ; and that the exe-

*See the correspofidence between Mr. Erskine, the
British minister, and the secretary of state, on the 17th,
18th, and 19th of April 1809 ; and the president’s
proclamation of the last date, - -

N
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eution of the projected treaty had net, on either
side, been. commenced. ¥ v

After this aborlive attempt te obtain a just and
bono revocation of the British orders im
eouncl, the United States were again: invited to

indulge the hepe of safety and trenquillity, when

the minister of Franee announced to the Ameri-

can minister at Paris, that in censideration of the-

act of the first of May, 1809, by which the con.
gress of the United States ¢ engaged to oppose
itself to that ove of the belligerent powers, whieh
should refuse to acknowledge the rights of neu-
trals, he was authorised to deelare, that the de-
erees. of Berlin and Milan were revoked, and-that
after the 1st of November, 1810, they would cease
to have effect ; it being understoed, that in cen-
sequence of that declaration, the English sheuld
revoke their orders in eosuncil, and renounce the
pew principles of blockade. ‘which they had wish-
el to estnblish ; or that the United States ¢on-
formably to ‘the act of eongress, should cause
their rights te be respeoted by the l.nglish.”}
This declaration delivered by the offieial organ
of the government of France, and in the presence,
as it were, of the French sovereign, was of the
highest authority, aecording to all the rules of
diplomatic intercourse ; and eertainly, far sur-
passed any elaim of credence which was possessed

by the British winister residing at Washington,

when the arrangement of the year 1809, was ae-
eepted and executed by the American govern-
ment. The president of the United-States, there-
fere, owed to the econsistency of his own charae-~
ter, and to the dictates of a sincere impaitiality,

‘®*See the correspondence ‘hetwen the secvetary of
statz, and Mr. Jackson, the British minister.

tSee the duke de Cadore’s letter to Mr~Armswong,
dated the 5th of August, 1810, ‘
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a prompt acceptance of the Freneh overture : and
accordingly, the authoritative promise, that the
faet sheuld exist at the stipulated peried, being
again admitted as conclusive evidenee OF its exist-

* ence, a proclamation was issucd on the 2d of Nov-

ember, 1810, announeing ‘¢ that the edicts of
France had been so revoked, as that they ccased
on the first day of the same month, to violate the
neutral commerce of the United States ; and that
all the restrictions imposed by the aet of eongress,
should then cease and be discontinued, in relation
to France and her dependengies.”* That France,
from this epoeh, refrained from all aggressions oy

. the high seas, or even in her own ports, upen the

persons and the property of the eitizens of the
United States, mever was asserted ; but on the
contrary, her violence and her speliations have

_ been unceasing eauses of eomplaint. These sub-
. sequent injuries, constituting a part.of the exist-

ing reclamations of the United States, were, al-
ways, however, disavowed by the French govern-
ment ; whilst the repeal of the Berlin and Milan
decrees has, on every occasion, been affirmed ;
insomuch that Great Britain herself was, at last,
compelled to yield to the evidence of the fact.

On the expiration of three months from the
date of the president’s proelamation, the non-in-

tercourse and non-importation law was, of conrse,’

to be revived against Great Britain, unless, dur.
ing that period, her orders in council should be re-
veked. The subjeet was, therefore, most anxions-
ly and most steadily pressed upos the justice and
magnanimity of the British government ; and even
when the bope of success expired, by the lapse of
the period prescribed in one act of eongress, the
Uhited States opened the door of reconeiliation by

1

#See the president’s proclamation of the 2d of Nov. -

ember, 1810,
, » .
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another act, which, in the year 1811, again pre-
vided, that in case, at any time, ¢ Great Britain
should revoke ov modify her edicts, as that.they
shall eease to violate the neutral commerce of the
United States ; the president of the United States
should declare the faet by proelamation ; and
that the restrictions previously imposed, should

frow the date of snch proclamatieén, cease and be

diseontinued,”* - But unhappily, every appeal to
the justice and magnanimity of Great Britain
- was now, as heretofore, fruitless and forlorn.
She had at this epoch, impressed from the crews
of Ameriean merchant vessels,peaceably navigating

the high seas, not less than six thousand inariners, .

who elaimed to be citizens of the United States,
and who were denied all opportunity to verify

their claims. She had seized and cenfiscated the
commereial property of Ameriean citizens, toan -

incalculable amount. She had united in the enor-
mities of France, to declarc a great portien of
the terraqueous globe in a state of blockade ;
chasing the American merchant flag effectually
from the ocean. Bhe had eontemptuonsly disre-
garded the neutrality of the American territory,
and the jurisdiction of the American laws, within
the waters of the United States. She was enjoy-
ing theemoluments of a surreptitious trade,stained
with every species of frand and corruptien, which
gave to the belligerent powers, the advantages of
peace, while the neutral powers were involved im
the evils of war. She had, in short, usurped and
exercised on the water, a tyranny similar to that
whieh her great antagonist had usurped and ex-
ereised upon theland. And,amidst all theseproofs
of ambition and avarice, she demanded that the
victims of her usurpations and her vielenee, should

la‘:See the aat of congress, passed the 2d of March,
1.

-
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" vevere her as the sole defender of the rights and

liberties of mankind. - .

When, therefore, Great Britain, in manifest
violation of her solemn promises, refused to fol-
low the example of Krance, by the reperl of her
orders in couneil, the American government was
gompelled to contemplate a resort to arms, as the

‘only remaining course to be pursued for its hionov,

its independence, and its'safety. Whatever de-
pended upon‘the United States themselves, tha
United: States had performed for the preservatiod

- of peace, in resistance of the French decrees, as’
" well as of the British orders. What had becn re-

quired from Francey in its relation to the neutral
eharacter of the United States, France had per-
formed, by the revocation of its Berlin and Milan
deerees. But what depended upon Great Britain,
for tho purposes of justice, in the repeal of her or-
ders in council, was withheld ; and new evasiops
were sought, when the old were-exhausted. Xt
was, at one time, alledged, that satisfactory proof
was nof afforded, that France had repealed her

'~ decrees against the commerce of the United
. States ; as if such proof alone wcre wanting to

ensure the performance of the British promise.*:
At another time, it was insisted, that the repeal
‘of the French deorees, in their operation against
the United States, in order to authorise a dcmand
for the perforinance of the British promise, must
be total, applying equally to their internal and
external effects ; as if the United States had ei-
ther the right, or power, to impose upon France
the law of hér domestic institutions.} Andit was,

-finally, insisted, in.a despateh from lerd Castle:

reagh to the British minister, residing at Washing-

*See the correspondence between Mr. Pinkney and
the British government. '
1See the letters of Mr. Erskine.
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ton, in the year 1812, which was officially eom-
municated to the American government, ¢ that the
Alecrees of Berlin and Milan must not only be re-
pealed singly and specially, in rclation to the Uni-
ted States ; but must be repealed, also, as to all
other neutral nations ; and that in no less extent
of a repeal of the French decrees, had the British
government ever plecged itself to repeal the er-
"ders in couneil ;** as if it were incumbent on the
Uhnited States, not only to assert her own rights,
but to beeome the eoadjutor of the British gov-
ernment in the gratuitous assertion of the rights
of all other nations.

"I'lie eongress of the United States eould pause
no longer. Under a deep and afflicting scuse of
nationai wrongs, and national resentments—while
tlicy postponed definitlve measures with respect to
TFrance, in the expectation that the result of un-
closcd disenssions, between the American minis-
ter at Paris, and the French government, would
speedily cnable them to decide, with greater ad-
vantage, on the courscdue to the rights, the inter-
ests, and the honor of the ceuntry ;i they pre-
nounced a deliberate and solemn deelaration of
var, between Great Britain and the United States
on the 15th of June, 1812. -

Dut, itis in the face of all the faets, which have
been displayed, in the prescat narrative, that the
prinee regent, by his declaration of January,1813,
describes the United States as the aggressor in

the war. 1f the act of declaring war, constitutes, .

in all cases, the act of original aggression, the
United States wust submit to the seyerity of re-

#Sce the correspondence between the secretary of
state and Mr. Foster, the British minister, in June, 1812.

{See the president’s message of the 1st of June,1818 :
and the report of the committee of foreign relations, to
whem the message was referred.
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proach : but if the act of declaring war may be
niere truly considered, as the result of long suf-

- fering, and necossary self-defence, the American
overnment will stand acquitted, in the sight of
Heaven, and of the world. - Have the United
States, then, enslaved the subjects, confiscated the
property, prosirated the commeree, insulted the
flag, or wiolated the territorial sovereignty of
‘ Great Britain 2 No ; but in all these respects the
f United States had sufiered, for a long period of
years, previously to the declaration of war, the
‘contumely and outrage of the British- govern-
ment. It has been said, too, as an aggravatien
of the imputed aggression, that the United

~ States cliose a.period, for their declaration of
war, when Great Britain was struggling for

B

p her own existence, against a power, which threat-
. ened to overthrow the independence of all Europe:
g but it might be more truly said, that the United
‘ States, not acting upon choice, but upon ecompul-

v sion, delayed the declaration of war, until the

persecutions ‘of Great Byitain had rendered fur-
ther delay destiuctive and disgraccful. Great
Britain had converted the commercial seenes of -
American opulenee and prosperity, into scenes of
comparative poverty and distress ; she had brought
} the existenco of the United States as an indepen-
dent nation,.into question ; and, surely, it must
Lave been indifferent to the United States, wheth-
er they ceased (e exist as an independent nation,
by her conduct, while she professed friendship, or
by her conduct, when 8he avowed eninity and re-
venge. Noris it trae, that the existence of Great
Britain was in danger, at the epoch of the declar-
. ation of war. The Awmeriean government uni-
formly entertained an opposite opinian ; and, at
all times, saw more to apprehend for the United
States, from her n.aratime power, than from the
territorial power of her ememy. 'Fhe event has

> 1 2] .
<
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Jjustified the opinion, and the apprehension. But:
what the United States asked, as essential te their
welfare, and even as benefieial to the allies of
Gg'eat Britain, in the European war, Great Bri-
tain, it is manifest, might have granted, without
impairing the resources of her own strength, or
the splendor of her own sovereignty; for her orders
. in council have been since revoked ; not, it is true,
as the performance of her promise, to follow, in
this respeet, the example of France, since she
finally rested the obligation of that premise, upon
the repeal of the Freneh decrees, as to all nations ;
and the repeal was only as to the United States ;
nor as an act of national justiee towards the Uni-
ted States ; but, simply, as an. act-of domestic

policy, for the special advantage of her own .

ople.
. The British government has, also, described
the war, as a war of aggrandizement and eon-
quest, on the part of the United States: but,
where is the foundation for the eharge? While
the American government employed every means
to dissuade the Indiams, even those who lived
within the territory, and were supplied by the
bounty of the United States, from taking any
part in the war,* the proofs were irresistable,
that the enemy pursued a very different course ;¢
and that every precaution would be necessary, to
prevent the effects of am offensive alliance, be-
tween the British troops and the savages, through-
out the northern frontier of the United States.—

*See the proceedings of the councils, held with the
Indians, during the expedition under brig. gen. Hull ;
and the talk delivered by the president of the United
States, to the Six Nations,at Washington, on the 8th
April, 1813, _

tSee the documents laid before congress, on the 13th
June, 1813.

R S
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The military oceupation of Upper Canada was,
therefore deemed irdispensable to the safety of
that frontier, in the earliest movements of the
war, independent of all views of extending the
territorial boundary of the United States. But,
when war was declared, in resentment for inju-
ries, which had been suffered upon the Atlantic,
what principle of publie law, what modification of
eivilized warfare, imposed upon the United States
the duty of abstaining from the invasion of the
Canadas ? It was there aloue, that the United
States could place themselves upon equal footing
of military force with Great Britain ; and it was
there, that they might reasonably encourage the
hope of being able, in the prosccution of a lawful
retaliation, ¢¢ to restrain the violenee of the ene-
wy, and to retort ‘upon him, the evils of his own

- injustice.” 'The proclamations issued by the A-

merican commanders, on entering Upper Canada,
have, however, been adduced, by the British ne-
gociators at Ghent, as the proofs of a spirit of
ambition and aggrandizement, on the part of their
government. In truth, the proclamations were not
only unautherised and disapproved, but were in-
fractions of the pesitive instructions, which had
been given for the conduet of the war in Canada.
‘When the general, commanding the north western
army of the United States, received, on the 2ith
of June, 1812, his first authority to commence
offensive operations, he was especially told, ¢ he
must Bot consider himself authorised to pledge
the government to the: inhabitants of Canada,
further than assurances of protection in their per-
sons, property, and rights.” And on the ensning
st of August,it was emplatically declared to him,
s that it had beeome necessary, that he should
not lese sight of the instructions of the 24th of
June, as aoy pledge beyond that, was incompatible
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with the views of the government.”* Such was -

the nature of the charge of American ambition
aod aggrandizement, and such the evidence to.
support it. . : .
‘Uhe prince regent has, however, endeavored to
add to those unfounded accusations, a stigma, at
which the pride of the American government re-
volts. Listening to the fabrieations of British
emissaries ; gatheving scandals from the abuses
of a free press; and misled, perhaps, by the as-
perities of a party spirit, common to all frce gov-
eroments ; he affects to trace the origin of the
war to ¢ a marked partiality, in palliating and as-
sisting the aggressive tyranny of Franee ; and to
the prevalence of such councils, as associated the
United States, in polivy, with the gevernmeat of
that nation.”t The conduct of the American
government is now open to every scrutiny ; and its
vindication i3 inseparable from a koowledge of
the facts. All the world must be sensible, indeed,
that neither in the general policy of the latc ruler

of France, nor in his partieular treatment of the

United States, could there exist any pelitieal, or
rational foundation, for the sympathies and asso-
ciations, overt or clandcstine, which have heen
rudely and unfairly suggested. It is equally ob-
vious, that nothing short of the aggressive tyr-
anoy, exercised by Great Britain towards the
United States, could have counteracted and con-
trolled those tendencies to peace and amity, which
derived their impulse from natural and social
causes ; combining ibe affections and interests of

the two nafions. The American government,

*Sce the letter from the secretary of the war depart-
ment, to brig. gen. Hull, dated the 24th of June, aud
the 1st of August, 1812.
wﬁeevthe Briuish declaration, of the 10th ef January,

e Y R
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faithfal to that principle of public law, whieh ac-
knowledges the authority of all governments es-
tablished defacte ; and conforming its practice, in
this respect, to the example of Kurope, has never
eontested the validity of the governments succes-
sively established in France ; nor refrained from
that intercourse with either of them, which the
Jjust interests of the United States required. But
the British cabinet is challenged to produce, from
the reeesses of its secret, or of its public archives,
a single instanee of unworthy concessions, or of
political alliance and eombination, throughout the .
intercourse of the United States, with the revol-
utionary rulers of France. Was it the influence of -
French councils, that induced the American gov-
-ernment to resist the pretentions of Franee, in
4793, and to encounter ker hestilities in 1798 2
that Jed to the catification of the British treaty
in 1795 ; te the British negociation in 1805, and
to the convention of the British minister in 1809 2
that dictated the impartial overlures, which were
made to Great Britain, as well asto France,
during the whole period of the restrictive system ?
“that produeed the determination to avoid making
any treaty, even a treaty of commerce, with
Franoce, until the outrage of the. Rambouillet de-
cree was repaired i* that sanctioned the repeated
and urgent efforts of the American government, .
to put an end to the war, almost as soon as it was
deelared? or that; finally, prompted the explieit
eommunication, which, in pursuance of iastrue-
tions, was made by the American minister, at St.
Petersburgh, to the court of Russia, stating,
¢¢ that the principal subjects of discussion, which
had long been subsisting between the United

*8ee the instructiens from the secretary of state to
the American minister at Paris, dated the.29th May,
1813, e _
. .
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States and France, remained unsettled; ﬂmt

there was mo immediate prospeet, that there .

_ would be a satisfactory settlement of them ; but
that, whatever the event, inthat respeet,might be,
it was not the intention of the goverament of the
United States to enter into uny more intimate con-
nexions with France ;-that the goverument of the
United States did not anticipate any event what-

ever, that could produce that effect; and that the -

American minister was the more happy to find
himself. authorized by his government te avew
this intention, as different representations of their
views had been widely cireulated, as well in Ku-
rope, as in America.””* Buat, while every act of
" the American government thus falsifies the charge-
of asubserviency to the policy of France, it may
bo justly remarked, that of all the governments,
maintaining a necessary relation and intercourse
with that nation, from the cominencement to the
. recent termination of the revolutionary establish-

ments, it has happened that the government of

the United States has least exhibited marks of
sondescension and coneession to the successive ru-
lers, 1t is for Great Britain, more particularly
as an aceuseér, to examine aud explain the consist-
ency of the reproaches, which she has uttered a-
gainst the United States, with the course of her
own conduct ; with her repeated negociatigns,
during the republican, as well as during the impe-
rial sway of Franee; with her selicitude to make
and propose treaties ; .with her interchange of

commereial benefi(s, so irreconcilable to a state of -

war; with the almost triumphant entry of a
French ambacsador into her eapital, amidst tho
acelamatious of the populace ; and with the pros-

#See Mr. Monroe’s letter to Mr. Adams, dated the
1st of July, 1812 ; and Mr. Adams’ lettér to Mr. Mon~
roe, dated the 11th of December, 1812,

~
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ccution, institated by the orders of the king of
Great Britain himself, in the nighest court of
eriminal jurisdiction in his kingdowm, te punish the
printer of a gazette, for publishing a libel ou the
eonduct and character of the late ruler of France !
‘Whatever may be the sourcs of these symptoms,
however they may indicate a subservient policy,
such symptoms have never occurred in the Unit-
ed States, throughout the imperial government of
France. : , '

The conduét of the United States, from the
moment of deelaringthe war, will serve, as. well
as their previous conduct, to resecue thom from
the unjust reproaches of Great Britain.. When
‘war'was declared, the orders in council had been
maintained, with inexerable hostility, until a thou-
sand American vessels, with their cargoes, had
. been svized and confiscated, under their operation §
thé British minister at Washington had, with pe-
culiar solemnity, announced that the orders would
not be repealed, hui uvpon eonditions, which the
American government-had not the right, nor the
power, to fulfil ; asd the Euwropean war, which
had raged, with little intermission for twenty
years, threatened an indefnite centinuance, Un-
. der these eircumstances, a repeal of thé orders,
and a cessation of the injuries, which they pro-
duced, were events beyond all rational anticipa-
tion. It appears, however, that the orders; un-

~

- der the influence of a parliamentary enquiry into .

their effects upon the trade and manufactures of
Great Britain, were provisienally repealed on the

23d of June, 1812, a few days subsequent to the

American declaration of war. Il this repeal had
been made known to the United States, before
“their resort to arms, the repeal would have arrest-
~od it; and that cause of war being removed, the
other essential cause, the practice of impress-
_ ment, would have been the subject of renewed ne-
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goeiation, under the auspicious influenee of a par-
" tial, yet important gct of reeenciliation. But the
declaratien of war, having announced the prae-
tice of impressment, as a principal cause, peace
could only he the result of an express abandon-
ment of the practice; of a suspension of the
practice for the purposes of negociation ; orof a
cessation of actual sufferance, in consequence of
2 pacification in Europe, which would deprive
Great Britain of every motive for eontinuing the
practiee.

Henee, when early intimations were given, from
Halifax and from Canada, of 3 disposition, en the
part of the local authorities, to enter into an ar-
mistice, the power of those authorities was se
doubtful, the objects of the armistice were so lim-
ited. and the immediate advantages were so en-
tirely en the side of the enemy, that the Ameri-
ean government eould net, cousistently” with its
duty, embrace the propositions.* But some hope
of an amicable adjustment was inspired, when a
communication was received from admiral War-
ren, in September, 1812, stating that he was com-
manded by his government, to propose on the one
hand ¢ that the government of the United States

should instantly, reeall their letters of marque

and reprisal against British ships, together with
all orders and instructions for any aets of ‘hestili-
ty whatever, against the territories of his maj-
esty, or the persons and property of his subjects ;”
and to promise, on the other hand, if the Amer-

jcan government acquiesced in the preeeding prop-

#See letters from the department of state to Mr.
Russell, dated the 9th and 10th of August, 1812, and
Mr. Graham’s memorandum of a convessation with
Mr. Baker, the British secretary of legation enclosed
‘in the last letter. Seealso, Mr. Monroe's letter to Mr.
Russell, dated the 218t of August, 16812,

A
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" gsitien, that instrustions should be issued to the

British squadrons, to discontinue hostilities a-
gainst the United States and their citizens. 'This
overture, however, was subjeet to a further gnal-
ification, ¢ that should the Ameriean government
aeeede to the proposal for terminating hostilities,
the British admiral was authorised to arrange
with the Ameri¢an government, as to the revoca-
tion of the laws, which interdiot. the commerce

and ships of war of Great Britain from the har-

bors and waters of the United States ; but that
in default of such revocation, within the reason-
able period te be agreed upon, the orders in coun-
il would be revived.”* The American govern-
ment, at onoe, expressed a disposition to embrace
the goneral proposition for a cessation of hostil-
ities, with a view te negociation ; declared that
no peace eould be darable, unless the essential ob-
jest of impressment was adjusted ; and offered as
the basis of the adjustment, to prohibit the em-
ployment of British subjects in the navalor com-
mereial service of the United States 3 but adher-
ing to its determination of obtaining a relief from
actual sufferance, the suspension of the practice

‘of impressment, pending the proposed armistice,

was deemed a negessary eonsequence ;. for_ ¢ it
eould not be presumed, while the parties were en-

aged in a negdciation te adjust amicably this
important differenge, that the United States would
admit the right, or acquiesce in the practice, of
the oppesite party ; or that Great Britain would

“be willing to restrain her eruizers from a prac-

tice, which would have the strongest effect to de-
feat the negociation.”t 8o just, so reasonable,

*Seo the letter of admiral Warren to the secretary

_ of state, dated at Halifax, the 20th of September, 1812,

tSee the letter of Mr. Monroe to admiral Warren,
dated the 37th of October, 1812,
B

-
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so indispensable, a preliminary, without whieh the
citizens of the United States, navigating the high
seas, would not be placed, by the armistice, on an
equal footing with the subjects of Great Britain,
admiral Warren was not authorised to aecept ;
and the effort at an amicable adjustment, through
that ehannel, was necessarily abortive,

But long after the overture of the British ad-

miral was made (a few days, indeed, after the .

declaration of -war) the reluctance with which
the United States had resorted to arms, was man-
ifested by the steps taken to arrest the progress
of hostilities, and to hasten a restoration of peace.
On the 26th of June, 1812, the American charge
d’affaires, at London, was instructed to make the
proposal of an armistice to the British govern-
ment, which might lead to an adjustment of all
differences, on the single condition, in the event of
the orders in council being repealed, that instruo-
tions sheuld be issued, suspending the practice of
impressment during the armistice. This proposal
was soon followed by another, admitting, instead
of positive instructions, an informal understand-
ing between the two governments on the subjeot.¥
Both of these proposals wcre unhappily rejected.}
And when a third, which seemed to have no plea
for hesitation, as it required no other prelimina-
ry, than that the American thinister at London
shiould find in the British government, a sincere
disposition to aceommodate the difference, relative
to impressment, on fair conditions, was evaded,
it was obvious, that neither a desire of peace, nor

#See the letters from the secretary of state to Mr.
Russell, dated the 26th of June, and the 27th ef July,
1812. :

tSee the correspondence between Mr. Russell and

lord. Castlereagh, dated August and September, 1812,

—and Mr. Russell’s letters to the secvctary of state,
dated September, 1812, o
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Great Britain. :

%5

a spirit of conciliation, influenced the councils of

Under these circumstances the American gov-
¢érnment had no choice, but to invigorate the war ;
and yet it has never lost sight of the object of all
just wars, a just peace. The emperor of Russia
having offered his mediation to accomplish that
object, it was instantly and cordially accepted by
the American government ;% but it was peremp-

torily rejected by the British government.

The

emperor, in his benevolence, repeated his invita-
tion ; the British government again rejected it.
At last, however, Great Britain, sensible of the

' reproaeh, to which such conduct would expose her

throughout Europe, offered to the American gov-
ernment a direct negoeciation for peacé, and the
offer was promptly embraced ; with perfect eon-
fidence, that the British government would be
equally prompt in giving effoct toits own propo-
sal. “ But such was not the design or the course of _ -
that government. The American eavoys were
immediately appointed, and arrived at Gotten-
“burgh, the destined scene of negociation, on the
11th of April, 1814, as soon as the season admit-
ted. The British government, though regularly .
informed, that ne time would be lost, on the part
of the United States, suspended the appointment
of its envoys, until the actual arrival of the A-
~merioan envoys should be formally communicated.
This pretension, however novel and inauspieious,
was not permitted to obstruct the path to peace.
_ The British government next proposed to transfer
the negociation from Gottenburgh to Ghent.
‘This change, also, notwithstanding the necessary
delay, was allowed. The American envoys arriv-
~ing at Ghent on the 24th of June, remained in a
mortifying state of suspense and expectation for

Daschkoff, in March, 1813.

*See the corfespondence between Mr, Monroe and Me. -

.
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the arrival of the British envoys until the 6th of
August. And from the period of opening the ne-
gociations, to the date of the last despateh of the
31st of ‘October, it has been seen that the whele.
of the diplematie skill of the British government
bas consisted in comsuming time, witheut ap-
proaching any conelusion. The pacification of
Paris had suddenly and unexpectedly placed at the.
disposal of the British government-a great naval
and military foree ; the pride and passions of the
nation were artfully excited against the United.
States ; and a war of despérate and barbarous
" charaeter was planned, at the very moment that
the American government, finding its maritime
citizens relieved by the course of events, from
actual sufferance, under the practice of impress-.
ment, had authorised its envoys to wave those.
stipulations upen the subjeet, which might other-
wise have bees indispensable preeautions. .
Mitherto the Amerfcan geverament has shewn
the justice of its cause ; its respeet for the rights
of other nations ; and its inherent love of peace.
But the seenes of war will also oxhibit a strikin
contrast, between the conduct of the Unite
States and the conduct of Great Britain. The.
same insidious policy which taught- the Prince
Regent to deseribe the American government as
the aggressor in the war, has induced the British
government (clouding the daylight truth of the
transaction) to call the atrocities of the British
fleet and armies, a retaliation upon the example of"
the Amevican troops in Canada. 'The United
States tender a solemn appeal to the civilized
world against the fabrication of such a eharge ;
and they vouch, in support of their appeal, the
known morals, habits and pursuits ef their pee-
ple ; the character of their civil and political in-
stitutions ; and the whole career of their pavy
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and their army, as humane as it is brave. TUpon
what pretext did the British admiral, en the 18th
of August, 1814, announce his determination,
¢ to destroy and lay waste such towns and dis-
triets upon the coast as might be fpudd assaila-
ble ?’#* It was the pretext of a request from the
governor-general of the Canadas, for aid to earry
into effeet measures of retaliation ; while, in fact,
the barbarous nature of the war had been delib-
erately settled aud preseribed by the British cab-
inet. What could have been the foundation of
such a request ¢ The outrages and the irregular-
ities, which too often occur during a state of na-
tional hostilities, in violation of the laws of civ-
ilized warfare, are always te be lamented, disa-
vowed, and repsired by a just and honorable gov-
ernment ; but if disavowal be made, and if rep-
aration be offered, there isne foundation for re-
taliatory violence. ¢ Whatever unathorised ir-
regularity may have been eommitted by any of
the troops of the United States, the American
government has been ready, upon principles of
sacied and eternal obligation, to disavow, and as-
far as it might be practicable to repair.”’t 1In eva
ery knowan instanee (and they are few) the offend-

.ers have been suhjected to the regular investiga-

tion of a military tribunal ; and an officer, com-

. manding a party of stragglers, who were guilty

ef unworthy excesses, was immediately dismis-
sed, without the form of a trial, for not prevent-
ing those excusses.  The destruction of the vil-
lage of Newark, adjacent to Fort George, on the
10th of Dceember, 1813, was long snbsequent to
the pillage and conflagratien .committed on the

*See admiral Cochrane’sletter to Mr. Monroe, dated
the 18th of August, 1814 ; and Mr. Monroe’s answer of

+ the 6th September, 1814.

1See the letter from the secretary at war to brigadier
general M’Lure, dated the 4thef October, 1813, ]
2
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shores of the Chesapeake, threughout the sum--
mer of the same year ; and might fairly have
been alleged as a retaliation for those outrages;
but, in fact, it was justified by the- American-
eommander, who ordered it, on the ground, that
it became necessary to the military operations at .
that place ;* while the American government, as
soon as it heard of the act, on the 6th of January,
1814, imstructed the general commanding the
porthern army, ¢ to disavow the conduct of the
officer who committed it, and to transmit to gov-
ernor Prevost, a copy of the order, under eolor
of which that officer had acted.”t 'This disa--
~ vowal was accordingly eemmunieated ; and on
the 10th of February, 1814, governor Prevost
answered, < that it had been with great satisfae-
_ tion, he had received the assurance, that the per-
petration of the burning of the town of Newark,
was both iinauthorised by the American govern-
ment, and abhorrent to every American feeling ;
that if any outrages had ensued the wanton and
unjustifiable destruetion of Newark, passing the
bounds of just retaliation, they were to be at-
tributed to the influence of irritated passiens, on-
the part of the unfortunate sufferers by that
event, which, in a state of aetive warfare, it has
not been possible altogether to restrain ; and that
it was as little congenial to the dispesition of his
majesty’s government, as it was to that of the gov-
crament of the United States, deliberately to a-
dopt any policy, which had for its object the de-
vastation of private property.”® But the disa-

*General M’Lure’s letters te the secretary at war, da-
ted December 10 and 13, 1813.

1See the letter from the secretzry at war to major-
general Wilkinson, dated the 26th of January, 1814,

$See the letter of major general Wilkinson to sir
Geerge Prevost, dated the 28th of January, 1814; and
the answer of sir Geo. Prevost on the 10th Feb. 1814,

-
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vowal of the American gevernment was not the
only expiation of the offence committed by its of-
ficer ; for the British government assumed the
province of redress iu the indulgence of its’ own
vengeance. A few days after the burning of
Newark, the British and Indian troops crossed the
Niagara for this purpose; they surprised and
seized Fort Niagara, and put its garrison to the
swerd ; they burnt the villages of Lewiston,
Manchester, Tuscarora, Baffalo and Black Rook ;
slaughtering and abusing the unarmed inhabi- .
tants ; until, in shert, they had laid waste the
whole of the Niagara frontier, levelling every
house and every hut, and dispersing; beyond the
means of shelter, in the extremity of winter, the
male and the female, the old and the young. Sir
George Prevost himself appears to have been
sated with the ruin and the havoe which had been
thus inflicted. In his proelamation of the 12th
of January, 1814, he emphatically declared, that
for the burning of Newark, ¢ the olppol'tunity of

measure of
retaliation had taken: place ;” and ¢ that it was
not hisintention to pursue further a system of

.warfare, so revolting to his own feelings, and eo

little eongenial to the British character, unless '
the future measures of the enemy sheuld compel
him again to resert to it.”* Nay, with this an-
swer to the Ameriean general, already mentioned,
he transmitted ¢ a copy of that proclamation, as
expressive of the determination, as to his future
line of conduct ; and added, ¢ that he was happy
te learn, that there was no probability, that any
measures on the part of the American govern-
ment would oblige him to depart from it.”’}

*See sir Gearfge Prevoit’s proclamation, dated at Que-
beg, the 12th ‘'of January. 1814,

1Sce the letter of sir George Prevost to gemeral Wil-
kinson, dated the 10th of February, 1814 ; and the Brit-
ish general orders, of the 23d of February, 1814
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‘Where, theu, shall we search for the foundatiow
of the call upon the British admiral, to aid the
governor of Canada in measures of retaliation ?
Great Britain forgot the principle of retaliation,
when her orders in council were issued against
the unoffending neutral, in resentment of outrages
committed by her enemy ; and surely, she had
again forgotten the same principle, when she
threatened an unceasing violation of the laws of.
eivilized warfare, in retaliation for injuries which
never existed, or whieh the American govern-.
ment explicitly disavowed, or which had been al-
ready avenged by her own arms, in a manner and
a degree cruel and unparalleled. The American
government, after all, has vot hesitated to declare,
that ¢ for the reparation of injuries, of whatever
patare they may be, not sanctioned by the law of
nations, which the military or naval force of ei-
ther power might have committed against the
other, it would always be ready to enter into re-
ciprocal arrangemeants ; presuming that the Brit-
ish government would neither expect nor propose
any which were not reciprecal.”’ *

Itis now, however, proper to examine the char-
acter of the warfare, which Great Britain has
waged against the United States. 1n Furope, it’
has already been marked, with astenishment and
indignation, as a warfare of thc tomahawk, the

(scalping knife and the toreh ; as a warfare,incom-
“patible with the usages of civilized rations ; as a
warfare,that.disclaimniog all moralisfluence,ioflicts
an ontrage upon social order,and gives a shock te the
elements of humanity. AH belligerent nations can
form alliances with the savage, the African, and
the blood-hound : bhut what civilized nation has
selected these anxiliaries in its hostilities? It
does not require the flcets and armies pf' Great
Britain to lay waste an open countryy to burn

#*See Mr. Monroe’s letter to admiral Cochrare, dated
the 6th of September, 1814. s
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unfortified towns, or unprotected villages; mor to’
plunder the merchant, the farmer, and the planter
of his stores—these exploits may easily be a-
chieved by a single cruiser, or a petty privateer 3
but when have such exploits been performed on
‘the coasts of the continent of Europe, or of the
British islands, by the naval and military force of
any belligerent power ; or when have they been’
tolerated by any honorable government, as the.
predatory enterprise of armed individuals? Ner,
is the destruetion of the public edifices, which a-
dorn the metropolis of a eounmtry, aud serve to
commemorate the taste and "science of the age,
beyond the sphere of “action of the vilest - incen-
_ diary, as well as of the most triumphant conquer-’

‘or. - It cannot be forgotten, indeed, that in the
~ eourse of ten years past, the capitals of ‘the prin-
eipal powers of Europe have been conquered, and
oceupicd alternately, by the vietorious armies of
each other ;* and yet there has been ne instance
- of a conflagration of the palaces, the temples or
the halls of justice.” No: such examples have
proceeded from Great Britain alone: a natien so
elevated in its pride; se awful in its power; and
. so affected iz its tenderness for the liberties of
mankind! The charge is severe ; but let the facts
be adduced. , :

1. Great Britain has vielated the principles of
social law, by insidious attempts to excite the cit-
izcos of the United States into acts of contuma.’
ey, treasen, and revolt against their government.
T'or instance : _ . i

No sooner had the American gevernment im-
posed the restrictive system upon its citizens, to
-eseape from the rage and the depredation of the
belligerent powers, than the British government,
then professing amity towards the United States,’

1See Mr. Monroe’s letter to admiral Cochrane, dated
the 6th of Sept. 1814, ‘ .
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issued an order, which was, ia effect, aninvitation

to the American citizens 10 break the laws of -

their coantry, under a public promise of British
protection and patronage, ¢ to all vessels which
should engage in an illicit trade, without bearing
the customary ship’s documents and papers.”*
Again : Duriag a period of peace, between the
United States and Great-Britain, in the year
1809, the governor general of the Canadas em-
. ployed an agent (who had previously been engag-
- ed in a similar service, with the kunowledge and:
approbation of the British cabinet) ¢ on a seeret
and eonfidential mission,” into the United States,
declaring, ¢¢ that there was no doubt, that his a-
ble execution, of such a mission, would give him
a elaim, not only on the governor general, but on
his majesty’s ministers.” —The object of the mis-
sion was o ascertain, whether there existed a dis-

ition on the part of the citizens, * to bring a-"

out a separation of the eastern states from the

general union ; and how far, in such an event,.
they would look up to Kngland for assistance, or -
be disposed to enter into a connection with her.”"

The agent was instructed ¢ to insinurte, that if
any of the citizens should wish to ¢:.er into a
communication with the British government,
. through the governor general, he was authorised
to receive such eommunication; and that he
would safely transmit it to the governor gene-
ral.”t He was accredited by a formal instrument,

under the seal and signature of the governor gen-
eral, to be produced, ¢ if he saw good ground

for expecting that the doing so might lead to
a more confidential communieation, than he

#See the instruetions to the commanders of British ships
of war and privateers, dated the 11th ef April, 1808.

1See the letter of Mr. Ryland, the secretary of the
governor general, to Mr. Henry, dated the 26th of Jan-
wary, 1809. !
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eould otherwise look for ;» and he was furnish-

ed with ¢ a cypher for carrying on the secret

correspondence.”* The virtue and patriotism

~ of the citizeus of the United States were superi-

or to the arts and corruption, employed in this se-

- eret and confidential mission, if it ever was dis-

- elosed to any of them ; and the mission itself ter-
minated, as soon as the arrangement with Mr.
Erskine was announeed.; But, in the act of re-
calling the seeret emissary, he was informed,
s that the whole of hisletters were transeribisg
to bd sent home, where they eould pot fail of
doing him great credit, and it was hoped they
might eventnally contribute to his permanent ad-
vaotage.”$ To endeavor to Yealize that hope, the -
_emissary tpr,oeeeded to London ; all the eircum-
stanees of his mission were made known to the
British minister ; his services were approved and
acknowledged ; and he was sent to Canada, for a
reward ; with a recommendatory letter frem lord
Liverpool to sir George Prevost, ¢ stating his
lordship’s opinion of the ability and judgment
which Mr. Henry had manifcsted on the ocea-
sions mentioned in his memorial, (his secret and
confidential missions,) and of the benefit the pub-
lic service must derive from his active employ- -
ment, in any public situation, in which sir George
Prevost might think proper to place him.§ The
world will judge upon these facts, and the rejec-
tion of a parliamentary call, for the produetion
of the papers relating to them, what credit is
due to the prince regent’s assertion, ¢ that Mr,

*See the letter of sir James Craig, to Mr. Henry, dat-
‘ed Feb. 6, 1809. ' C
tSee the same letter, and Mr. Ryland’s letter of the
26th of January, 1809, ’
§See Mr. Ryland's letter, dated the 36th of June, 1809,
§See the letter from lord Liverpool to sir George Pre-
vost, dated the 16thof Sept. 1811, .
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Henry’s mission was undertaken, without the am- -
therity or even knowludge of his majesty’s gov-
erpment.” The first mission - was eertainly
known to the British government, at the time
it occurred ; for the secretary of the govermor
general expressly states, that the information and
political observations, heretofore received from

Mr. Henry, were transmitted by his exeelleney

to the secretary of state, who had expressed his -
particular approbation of them ;”* the seeond

mission was appreved when it was kuown; and

it remains-for the British government to explain,

upon any established prineiples of morality and

justice, the essential difference between ordering

the offensive aets to be done; and reaping the

fruit of those acts, without either expressly, or

tacitly, condemoing them.

Again : These hostile attempts upon the peace
and union of the Upited States, preceding the
deelaration of war, have been followed by simi-
lar machinations, subsequent to that event. The
governor general of the Canadas has endeavored,
ocecasionally, in his proclamations and general or-
ders, to dissuade the militia of the United States,
from the performance of the duty which they
owed to their injured country ; and the efforts,
at Quebec and Halifax, to kindle the flame of civ-
il war, have been as ineessant, as they have heen
insidious and abortive, Nay, the governer of the
island of Barbadoes, totally forgetful ef the
boasted article of the British magna charta, in
favor of foreign merehants, found within the
British dominions, upon the breaking out of hos-
tilities, resolved that every American merchant,
within his jurisdietion at the declaration of war,
should at ence, be treated as a prisoner of war;
because every citizen of the United States was

#See Mr. Ryland’s letter of the 26th of Jan. 1899,
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senvoled in the militia;  because the militia of
the United States were required to serve their
<country beyond the limits of the state, to which
they particularly belonged 5 and because the mi-
Jitia of ¢ all the states, which had acceded to this
measure, were, in the view of sir George Beck-
with, acting as a French conscription.”*

Again : Nor was this course of conduct. con- -
fined to the colonial authorities. On the 26th of
-Qetober, 1812, the British government issued an
order in council, authorizing the governors of the
Britislr West India islands, to grant licenses te
American vesseis, for the importation and expor-
tation of certain articles, enumerated in the or-
«der ; but in the instructions whieh accompiied
the order, it was expressly provided, that ¢« what-

- ever impertations were proposed to he made,
from the United States of America, should be by
lieenses, eonfined to the ports of the eastern states
_exclusively, unlgss there was reason to suppose,
‘that the object of the order would not be fuifilled,
if licenses were not granted,for importations frem
the other ports of the United States.”t ;

* 'The president of the United 8tates has not hes-
itated te place before the nation, with expressions
-of a just indiFnation, ¢ the policy of Great Brit-
-ain thus proclaimed to the world ; intreducingin-
to her modes of warfare, a system equally distin-
guished by the deformity of its features, and the
depravity of its charaster ; and having for its
ebject, to dissolve the ties of allegiance, and the
sentiments of loyalty,in the adyersary nation ; and

#See the remarkable state paper issued by gov. Beck-
with, at Barbadoes, on the 13th of Nov. 1812. .
1See the proclamation of the gov. of Bermuda, of Jan
14, 1814 ; and the instructions trom the British secretary-
- for foreign affuirs, dated November 9, 18182,
H
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to seduce and separate its compenent parts, th
one from the other.”} - R

2. Great Britain has violated the laws of hu-
manity and honor, by seeking alliances, in the
prosecution of the war, with savages, pirates and
slaves. )

The British ageney, in exciting the Indians. at
all times, to commit hostilities upon the frentier
of the United States, is too notorious, to admit of
a direct and gencral denial. It has sometimes,
however, been said, that such conduct was unau-
thorized by the British government; and the
prince regent, seizing the single instance of an in-
timation, alleged to be given, on the part of sir
James Craig, governor of the Canadas, that an
attack was meditated by the Indians, has affirmed,
that ¢ the charge of exciting the Indians to of-
fensive measures against the United States, was
void of foundation ; that before the war began, a
policy the most opposite had been uniformly pur-
sued ; and that proof of this was tendered by
Mr. Foster to the American government.t But

:is it not known in Europe, as well as in America,
that the British Northwest Company maintain a
censtani intercourse of trade and council with
the Indians; that theirinterestsare often in di-
rect collision with the interests of the inhabitants
of the United States, and that by means of the
inimical dispositions, and the active agencies of
the eompany, (seen, understood, and tacitly sane-

_tioned by the local authorities of Capada) all the

1See the message from the president to congress, dated
the 24th of February, 1813.

{See the prince regent’s declaration of the 10th of
January, 1813.
. See, al<o, Mr. Foster’s letters to. Mr. Menroe, dated
the 28th Dec. 1811, and the 7th and 8th June, 1812 ; and
Mr. Monroe's answer, dated the 9th of January, 1812; -
and the 10th of June, 1812; and the documents whick
accompanied the correspondence, .

. ’
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evils of an Indian war may be shed upen the U-
nited States, without the authority of a formal
- order, emanating immediately from the British
vernment ? Henee, the-American government,
n an answer to the evasive protestations of the
British mioister, residing at Washington, frankly
ecommunicated the evidence of British agency,
which had been received at different periods sinee
‘the year 1807 ; and observed, ¢ that whatever
may have been the disposition of the British gov-
erament, the conduct of its subordinate agents
had tended to excite the hostility of the Indian
tribes towards the United States ; and that ines-
timating the comparative evidence on the subjeet,
it was impossible net to reeollect the communi-
cation lately made, respecting the corduct of Sir
James Craig, in another important transaetion
(the employment of Mr. Henry, as an aceredit-
ed agent, to alienate and detach the eitizens of a
particular section of the Unien, from their gov-
ernment)which, itappeared, was approved by lerd
Liverpool.” % - :
The proof, however, that the British agents
and military officers were guilty of the eharge
thus exhibited, became cenclusive, when, subse-
quent to the communieation which was made to
the British minister, the defeat and flight of gen-
eral Proctor’s army, on the of placed in
the possession of the American eommander, the
correspondence and papers of the British officers.
-8elected from the documents which were obtained
.upon that oceasion, the eontents of a few leiters
will serve to characterize the whole ef the mass.
In these letters, written by Mr, M>Kee, the Brit-
ish agent, to colonel England, the commander of
the British troops, superseribed, ¢ on his majes-
'ty’s service,” and dated during the months of Ju-

“ #8ce Mr. Monroe's letter to Mr. Foster, dated the 10th
of June, 1812,
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ly and August, 1794, the period of

‘Wayne’s successful expedition against the Indians,

it appears that the soalps taken by the Indians

. were sent to the British estahlishment at the rap-
. ids ef the Miami ;* that the hostile operations

- of the Indians were eoneerted with the British
agents and officers ;} that when certain tribes of
Tadians ¢ Laviog completed the belts they earried
with scalps and prisoners, and being without pro-
visions, resolved on going home, it was lamented
that his majesty’s posts weuld derive no seeurity
from the late great influx of Indians into that
part of the country, should they persist in their
resolution of returning so seon ;’} that ¢ the
“British agents were immediately to hold a eoun-
ci) at the Glaze, in order to try§f they oould

. prevail with the Lake Indians to remain ; but.

that witheut provisions and ammunition being
sent to that place, it was eonceived to be extreme-

ly difficult to keep them together ;’§ =nd that-

¢ colonel England was making great exertions
to supply the Indians with provisiems.”|| But
the language of the cerrespondencé becomes at

length so plain and dircet, that it seems impos-,

sible to aveid the conclusion ef a governmental
ageney, on the part of Great Britain, in advising,
aiding, and eonducting the Indian war, whilg she
professed friendship and peace towards the U,
States. . ¢ Scouts are sent, (says Mr.. M’Kee
to colenel England) to view the situation of the
Americanarmy ; and we now muster one thousand

Indians. All the Lake Indians, from Sugana

* See the letter from Mr. M’Kee to -colonel Eng-
1and, dated the 2d of July, 1794.

1 See the letter from the same to the same, dated

thersth of July, 1794. ) R
¥ Sce the same letter, § See the same letter.
Il See the same lettens i e
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downwards, should net lose one moment in join..
ing their brethren, as every aeeession of strength
is an addition to their spirits.”* And again:
¢ 1 have been cmployed several days in endeavor-
ing to fix the Indians, who have been driven from
their villages and cornficlds, between the fort and
the bay. Swan Creek is gererally agrecd upon,,
and will be a very convenient place for the deliv-
ery *of provisions, &c.”t Whether, under the
various preofs of the British agency, in exeiting.
Indian hostilities against the Ur®-* =+ ~ *~ =
time of peace, presented in
present narrative, the prince reg
that, ¢ before the war began, ¢
opposite had beea uniformly | ‘
British government,i is (o be a e e
of information, or a want of candor, the Ameri-.
ean government is not disposed, wore particular-
ly to investigate. o ,
. But, independeat of these causes of just com-,
plaint, arising in a time of peace, it will be found,
that when the war was declured, the  alliance of
the British government with the Indians, was
avowed upon priveiples the most novel, produc-
ing conscquences the most dreadful. . 'The sav-
ages were brought into the war, upon the ordina-
ry footing of allies, witliout regard to the inhuman,
character of their warfare ; which neither spares.
age nor sex ; and which is more desperate to-,
wards the captive, at the stake, than tewards the
combatant in the field. It scemed to be a stipu-;
lation of the eompact, between the allies, that

land, dated the 13th of August, 1794. :

" 1See the letter from the same to the same, dated the
30th of August, 1794. o o o
$Seethe prince regeht’s declaration ef the 10th of

January, 1813, R '

* See the letter frem Mr. M’Kee to colonel Eng-
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~ the British might imitate, but should not control

the feroeity of the savages. While the British
troops hrhold, witheat eonrpunction, thé toma-
bawk and the sealping knife, brandished agaiust
prisoners, old men and children, and even against
pregnant womer, and while they exultingly ac-
vept the bfoody scalps of the slaughtered Ameri-
cans,*ihe Indian exploits in battle, are recounted
and applatded by the British general orders.
Rank and station are assigned to them, inm the
military movements of the British army; and
the unhallowed league was ratified, with appre-
priate emblems, by intertwining an American
scalp, with the dceorations of the mace, which
the commander of the northern army of the U-
nited States found in the legislative chamber of
York, the eapital of Upper Canada.

In the single scene, that succeeded the battle of
Frenchtown, near the river Raisin, where the A-
merioan troops were defeated by the allies, under
the command of general Proctor, there will be’
found eoncentrated, upon indisputable proof, an
illustration of the horrors of the warfare, which
Great Britain has pursued, and still pursues, in
eo-operation with the sava§es of the south, ns
well as with the savages of the north. The A--
merican army capitulated on the 22d January,
1843 ; yet, after the faith of the British com-
mander had been pledged, in the termsof the ca-
pitnlation ; and while the British officers and sol-
diers silently and exultingly contemplated the’
stene, some of the American prisoners of war
were tomahawked, some were shot, and some
were burnt. Many of the unarmed inhabitants
of the Michigan territory were massacred ; their
property was plandered, and their houses were,

*See the letter from the American geneial Marridos te.
the British general Proctor.
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destroyed.* The dead bodies of the mangled A-
mericans were exposed, unburied, to be devoured
by dogs and swine ; ¢ because, as the British of-'
" ficers deelared, the Indians would net permit the
interment ;”t and some of the Americans, whe

survived the carnage, bad been extricated from -

danger, only by being purchased at a price as a
part of the booty belonging to the Indians. Bat,
to complete this dreadful view of human deprav-
ity -and human wretchedness, it is only neoes3ary
to add, that an American physician, who was dis-
patched with a flag of truce, to aseertain the sit-
ustion of his wounded brethrev, and two persens,
* his companions, were intereepted by the ‘Indians,
in their humane mission ; the physician, after be-
ing wounded, and one of his companions, were
made prisoners ; and the third person of the par-
ty was killed.y - ,

But the savage, who had never known -the re-
straints of eivilized life, and the pirate, who had
broken the bonds of society, were alikke the ob-:
jeets of British eonciliation and alliance, for the
purposes of an unparalleled warfare. A hoerde

“of pirates and outlaws had formed a eonfederacy
and establishment on . the island of Barrataria,

near the mouth of the river Missisippi. Will Eu- .

rope believe, that the commauder of the British:
fovoes, addressed the leader of the confederacy,
from the neutral territory of Pensacola, ¢ calling:
upon him, with his brave-follewers, to enter into’
*3ee the report of the committee of house of represen-’
tatives, on the 31st of July, 1813 ; ard the deposi:ions,
and documents accompanying it. o ) .
" {See the official report of Mr. Baker, the agent for the
prisoners, to brigadier general ‘Winchester, dated the’
26th February, 1813, L . .
$1n addition to this description of savage warfare un-
der British auspices, see the facts contained in the cor-'
_respondence between gen. Harrison and gen. Prummond,,

1

Vs
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the service of Great Britain, in which he should
have the rank of captain ; promising that lands
should be given to them all, in proportion to (heir
respective ranks, on a peace taking plaee ;. as-
suring them, that their property should be guar-
anteed, and their persons protected ; and asking,
in return, that they would cease all hostilities a-
gainst Spain, or the allies of Great Britain, and
place their ships and vessels under the British

commanding oflicer on that statien, until the com--

maander in chief*s pleasure should be known, with

"a guarantee of their fair value at all events.”*

There wanted only to exemplify the debasemest

_of such an act, the occurrence, that the pirate

\ .

should spurn the proffered alliance ; and, accor-
dingly, Lafitte’s answer was indignantly given, by
a delivery of the letter, containipg the. British
proposition, to the American governor of Louisi-
ana.

There wcre other sources, however, of suppert,
which Great Britain was prompted by her ven-
geance to employ, in opposition to the plainest
dictates of her own colonial poliey. The events
which have extirpated er dispersed the white pop-
ulation of St. Domingo, are in the reeolleetion of
all men. Although British humanity might not
shrink, from the infliction of similar ealamities
upon the southern states of Awerica, the danger
of that course, either as an incitement to revolt,
of the slaves of the British islands, or as a cause
of retaliation, on the part of the United States,
ought to have admonished her against its adop-
tion. Yet, in a formal proclamation issued by
the eommander in chiefof his Britannic majesty’s
squadrons, upon the American station, the slaves

*See the letter addressed by Edward NMichols, lieut.
colonel, commanding his Britarnic majesty’s force in the
the Floridas, to Mousieur Lafite, or the commandant at

Barrataria, dated the 31st of August, 1814.

|
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of the. Amerioan planters were invited to join the
British standard, iv a covert phraseology, that
afforded but a slight veil for the real design.—
Thus, admiral Coehrane, reciting, ¢ that it had

- been represented to him, that many persons row

resident in the United States, had expressed a de-
sire to withdraw therefrom, with a view to enter
into his majesty’s serviee, or of being reccived as
Jree setilers into some of his majesty’s colomies,”

- preclaimed, that ¢ all those who might be dispos- -

ed to emigrate from the United States, would be,
‘with their families, received on board of bis maj-
esty’s ships or vessels of war, er at the military
posts that might be established upon or near the
¢oast of the United States, when they would have
their choice of either entering into his majesty’s
sea or land forees, or of being sent as free seitlera
to the British possessions in North Ameriea, or
the West Indies, where they would meet all due
encouragement.”* But even the negrees seem,
In contempt or disgust, to have resisted the selie-
itation ; ho rebellion or massacre ersuved ; and
the allegation, ofton repeated, that in relation to.
those who were sedueed, or forced, from the ser-
vice of their masters, instances have occcurred of
some being afterwards transported to the British
‘West India islands, and there sold into slavery,

"~ forthe bhenefit of the captors, remains without

eontradiction. So eomplieated an act of injustiee,
would demand the reprebation of markind. And
let the British governinent, which profess a just
abhorrence of the African slave trade ; wbich en-
deavors to impese, in that respeet, restraints up-
on the policy of France, Spain and Portugal ; an-
swer, if it ean, the solemn charge against thei;-

" faith and their humanity.

- #*See admiral Cochrane’s proclamation, dated st Ber- °
muda, the 2dtof April, 1814. - .
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8. Great Britain has violated the laws of civil-
ized warfare, by plundering private property ; by
outraging female honor ; by burning unprotected
cities, towns, villages and houses ; and by laying
waste whole districts of an unresisting country,

The menace and the practice of the British
paval, and military force, ¢ to destroy and lay
waste such towns and districts upon the American
coast, as might be found assailable,”” have becn
executed upon the pretext of retaliation, for the
wanton destructien committed by the American
army in Upper Canada ;i but the fallacy of the
pretext has already been exposed. It will be re- .
collected, however that the aet.of burning New-
ark was instantaneeusly disavowed by the Amer-
iean government ; that it occured in Pecember,
1813—and that sir George Prevest himself ac-
knewledged, on'the 10th of February, 1814, that
the measure of rctaliation for all previously im-
puted misconduct of the American troops, was
then full and complete.} Between the month of
February, 1814, when that acknowledgement was
made, and the month of August, 181%, when the
British admiral’s deaunciation was issued, what
are the outrages upen the part of the American
troops in Canada, to justy a eall for retaliation ?
No : it was the system, not the ineident, of the
war—and intelligence of the system had been re-
ecived at Washington, from the American agents
in Europe, with refei enco to the operation, of ad-
miral Warren upon the shores-of the Chesapeake,
long before admiral Cochrane had succeeded to
the ieommand of the British fleet on the American
station. '

{See admiral Cochrane’s letter to Mr. Monroe, dated
August 18, 1814, : ¥
{See sir George Prevost’sletter to general Wilkinsan,
dated the 10th of February, 1814. . .
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As an appropriate introduetion to the kind of
war, which Great Britain intended to wage
against the inhabitants of the United States, trans-
actions eccurred in England, under the avowed
direction of the government itself, that could not
fail to wound the moral sense of every candid and
generous spectator. All the officers and mariners
of Amerioan merchant ships, who, having lost
their vessels in othier places, had gone to England
en the way to America ; or who had been em-
ployed in British merchant ships, but were desir-
ous of returning home, or who had been detained
in consequence of the condemnation of their ves-
sels under the British orders in council ; or who
had arrived in England, through any of the other
casualities of the seafaring life ; were condemned
to be treated as prisoners of war; nay, some of
them were actually impressed, while soliciting
their passports ; although not one of their num-
ber had been, in any way, engaged in hostilities
against Great Britain ; although the American
government had afforded every faeility to the de-
parture of the same elass, as well as of every oth-
er class, of British subjeets, from the United
States, for a reasonable period after the declara-
tion of war.* But this act of injustice, for which
even the pretext of retaliation has not been ad-
vaneed, was accompanied by another still greater”
eruelty and oppression, Thé American seamen,
who had been enlisted or impressed, into the na-
val service of Great Britain, were long - retained,
and many ef them are yet retained, on board of
British ships of war, where they are compelled to
combat against thecir country and against their

#See Mr. Beasley’s correspondence with the British
government, in October, November, and Dec. 1812.
u?;e, also, the act of congress, passed the 6th of July
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friends : and even when the Britich government
tardily and relwetantly recognized the eitizenship
of impressed Amerieaus, to a number exceeding
4000 at a single naval station, and dismissed them
'from its service on the water ; it was only to im-
mure them as prisoners of war on the shere.—
"These unfortunato persons, who had passed into

the power of the British goveroment, by a viola-

ition of their own rights and inclinations, as well
as of therightsef their country, and who eould on-
1y be regarded as the spoils of unlawful violence,
'were, nevertheless, treated as the fruits of lawful
war, Such was the indemnification, which Great
Britain offered for the wrongs, that she had in-
flisted ; and such the reward, which she bestow-
od, for the serviees that she had received.}
Nor has the spirit of British warfare been con-
Sfined to violations ef the usages of eivilized na-
_tions, in relation to the United States. 'I'he sys-
dem of blockade, by orders in eouncil, has been
revived ; and the American coast, from Mnine to
Louisiana, has been declared by the proélamation
of a British admiral, to be in a state of bloekade,
avhich every day’s ebservation proves to be, prae-
tieally, ineffeetual, and which, indeed, the whole
of the British navy would be unable to enforee
and. maintain.} Neither the orders in council,
acknewledged to be generally unlawful, and de-
<lared to by merely retaliatory upon Frenco ; nor
the Berlin and Milan decrees, which plaeed the
British islands in a state of blockede, witheut the
foree of a single squadron te maintain it 5 were,
in principle, more injurieus to the rights of neu-

{See the letter from Mr. Beasley, to Mr. M’Leay, da-
~ ted the 13th of March, 1816. -

$See the successive blockades announced ¥y the Brit-
ish government, and the successive naval commauders
on the American station, .

N
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Wal ¢smmeiee, than the existing blockade of the
‘United: States. 'Fhe ‘revival, ‘therefore,” of the
system, without the retaliatory pretext, must de-
monstrate to the world, a detormination on the
part of Great Britain, to acquire' a commercial
_nionopoly, by every demonstration of her naval
power. The trade of the United States with
Russia, and with other northern powers, by
whoese governments no edicts, violating neutral
rights, had been issued, was cut oft’ by the opera-

tion of the British erders in council of the year-

1807, a8 effectually as their trade with  France
and her allies, although the retaliatory principle
was totally inapplicable to the case. And the
bloekade of the year 1814, is an attempt to de-
strey the trade of those nations, and indeed, of
all the other nations of Europe, with the United
States; while Great Britain, herself, with the
same polioy and ardor, that warked her illicit
trade with France, when France washer enemy,
encourages a clandestine traffic between her sub-
Jjeets and the American citizens, wherever her
gssessions come in contact with the territory of

e United States. <L

But approaching nearer to the scenes of plun-
der and violenee, of eruelty and conflagration,
which the British warfare exhibits on the coasts
of the United States, it must be again asked,
what aets of the Angerican government, of its
ships of war, or of its armies, had oecurred, or.
were evew allesed, as a pretext for the penﬁ:tn-
tion of this series of outrages? It wiil not be as-
serted, that they were sanctioned by the usages
of modern war ; beeause the sense of all Europe
would revelt at the assertion. 1t will not be sajd,
that they were the unauthorized excesses of the
British troops ; because scarcely an act of plun-
der and violence, of cruelty and cenflagration,
has been committed, except in the immediate
presence, under the positive orders, and with ¢::»

4 .
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personal agency, of British offeers. It muat dat:
be again insinuated, that they were provoked by
the American example ; beeause. it. has been do-
inonstrated, that all such insinuations are with-
"ot color, and without proef. And, after all, tho
dreadful and disgraeeful progress of the British
arms, will be traeed, as the effect of that-animos-
ity, arising out of reeolleetions comnected with
- the American revolution, which has already heen
notieed ; or, as the effect of that jealousy, whieh
.the eommeroial enterprise, aud native resources,
of the United States, are caleulated to exeite, in
the councils of a nation, siming at universal do-
minien upon the ocean, ,
- In the month of April, 1813, the inhabitants of
“Poplar island, in the bay of Chesapeake, were
piihfied ; and the eattle, and ether live stock of
- the farmers, beyond what the enewy could re-
nvove, were Wantenly killcd. % o
" Ii the same month of April, the wharf, the
"store, and the fishery, at nechtows landing,
were déstroyed, and the private stores, and store
houses,in the village of Frenchtown, were burm
.. In the same month of April, the enemy landed
repeatedly on Sharp’s island, and made'a general
s(Veap,.ot; the stock, affecting, however, to pay for
= p&. thevsd#day of May, 1813, the town of Ha-
-vre de Grace was pillaged agd burnt, by a foree
under the command of admiral Coekbuen. The
British officers, being admonishcd, ¢ that with
civilized nations at war. private property had al-
“ways beem respeeted,’” hastily ‘replied, ¢ that
.as the Americans wanted war, they should- row
feel its effeets ; and that the town showld be laid

#See the deposition of William Seard. _
" {Seethe depoaition of Frisby Audersen and Copdelin-
Pennington. - L
:tSee\ Jacob Gibson’s deposition,
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. dd*suilies” They broké the windows of the chareh;
ey pliloined the houses of the furniture ; they strip-
pod women and children of their clothes ; -ana when
+n usfortunate femsle complained, that she could pat
Jegve hcr house with her hittle childien, she was un-
deelingly told, ¢ that her house should be burnt with
herself and children-in it”s - - :

On the 6thof May, 1813, Fredericktown and-
Georgetown, sitaated on-Sassafras river, in the state of
.Maryland, were pillaged and burnt, and the adjacent
country was laid waste, by a force under the command
of admiral Cockburn ; and the officers were the most
active on the occasien.} :

"On the 82d of June, 1813, the British forces made an

& ttack on Craney Island, with a view te take possession

of Norfolk, which the commanding officers had prom-

ised in case of success, to give upto the phinder of
e troops.; Thé British were repulsed; but enraged
- by defeat and disappointment, their course was directed
1o Hampton, which they entered on the  of June.

The Beene, that -ensued, exceeds all power of descrip-

tien ; and a detail of facts would be offepsive to the feel-
ings of decorum, as well as of humanity. « A defence-

Jess and unresisting town was given up to indiserimi-

“ mate pillage ; though civilized war tolerates this only,
as to fortified {ﬂaces carried by assauylt, and after sum-
mons. - Individuals, male and female, were stripped
‘naked'; ‘a sick man, was stabbed twice in the hospital ;
another gick man was shot in his bed,in the arms of

“his wife, who was also woundeéd, long after the retreat

‘of the American troops ; and females, the married and

“the single; saffered the extremity of personal abuse
ftom the troops of the eriemy, and from the infatuated

.- “Bee the deposition of William T, Kilpatrick, James

. Wood, Rosanna Moore and R. Mansfield. ' -

. ' TSee thie depositions of John Stavely, Willlam Spencer,

+Jushas Wiard, James Scanlan, Richard Barnaby, F. B,
Chandlear, Jonathan Greenwood, John Allen, T. Robert-
son, M. N. Gannow, and J. T. Veasey.

Py ) gen'Feylor’s Jetter to the sccretary at war, dated
the 2d of July, 1813, - :

A i P RN
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negrogs, at theiv instigation.”* The fact that these at- -«
trecities were committed, the- commander of _ the Bri¢. -
ish fleet, admiral Warren, and the commander of: the
“British troops,. sir Sidney Beckwith; admitted without !
-hesitation,} but they resorted, as on other-occasions, .{
_to the unavailing pretext of a justifiable retaliation. "It -
was.said, by the British general, “ that the excessesat
Hampton were, occasioned by an occurrence, at the re- . |
"eent attempt upon Craney Island, when the British .
troops in a barge, sunk by the American guns, clung to
the wreck of the beat ; but several Americans waded
off from the Island, fired upon -and shot these men.” -
‘The truth of the assertion was denied ; the act, if it .
had been perpetrated by the American troops, was
promptly disavowed by their commander ; and a board
of officers appointed to investigate the facts, after stat-
ing the evidence, reported « am unbiased opinion, that
the, charge against the American troops was unsup- -
ported ; and that the character of the American sols |
diery for humanity and magnanimity, had not been cem-
mitted, but on the centrary confirmed.” - The result
of the enquiry was communicated to -the British gens
eval; reparation was demanded; but it was soon per- .
ceived ; that whatever might persenally be the liberal
dispositions of that officer, no adequate reparation could

*See the letters from general Taylor to admiral War-
ren, dated the 39th of Jane, 1813, to gen. sir Sidney Beck-
with, dated the 4th and 5th of July, 1813 ; to the secre-
tary of war, dated the 2d of July, 1813 ; anc to captain
Myers, of the last date. . C

See, also, the letter from major Crutchfield. to govern-
or Barbour, dated the 20th of June,1813 ; theletters from:
capt. Cooper to licutenant govérnar Mallory, dated in
July, 1813 ; the report of Messrs. Griffin and Lively, to
13jsr Cratchfield, dated the 4th of July, 1813 ; and col.
Parker’s publieation in the Enquirer. -

1See admiral Warren’s letter ta gen. Taylor, dated the -
29ta of June, 1813 ; sir Sidney Beckwith’s_letter to gen.
Taylor, dated the same day ; and the report of captain, ~
Meyrs to gen. Taylor, of July, 2d 1313. , .

$See the repart of the proceedings of the board of: offi-
i;liss.. appointed by the general order, of the 1st of July, ’

~
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be sundo, as-the conduct #f Iis.tmpi was !hrwted ’
and sanctioned by his government.* ;
‘During’ the period of these tunucnm the vih
lage of Lewistown, near the capes of the Delaware, in-"-
habited chiefly by fishermen and pilots, and the village -
of Stonington, scated upon the shores of Connecticut,
were unsuecessfully bombarded. Armed partics, led -
by officers of ravk, hnded daily from the British squad-’
rony, making predatery incursions into the opeén coun- -
try : rifling _and burning the houses and. cottages of -
peaceable and retired families, pillaging the produee of
the planter and the farmer ; (their tobacco, their grain,
and their cattle ;) committing violence on the persons

-of the unprotected inhabitants ; seiging upon slavesy-

whierever they could be found, as booty of war; and :
breaking open the coffins of the dead, in search of plun-:
der; or comymitting robbery on the.altars of a chureh, -
at Chaptico, St. lmgoes, s,nd Tappahmoch, with & °
sacrilegious race.

- But the consummation of - British outrage, yet re-
maius. to be stated, from: tire mwiful and- unpevxﬁ:ab!e
menmorial of the oapital at Washington.It has been alveady -
observed, that - the massacre of the American prisoners -
at the river Ramn, occurred in January, 1813; -that -
throughout the same year, the desolating warfare of -
Great Britairy without once alledging a retaliatory ex-
cuse, made the shores of the Cbesapeake, and of its
tributary rivers, & general stene of ruin and distress ;
and. that in the month of February, -181%, sir George .
Prevost himself, acknowledged, that the measures of ;
re\ahauon, for the wnauthorised burning of Newark,
in December, 1913, and for all tho excossss_which had .
beeri imputed to the American army, was, at that time,
fall end complete. The United States, indeed, re-
gardidg what waa due to their own character, rather -
than what was due to the conduct 6f their enemny, had
forborne to authoriee & just retribution; and even dis-
ddiriod to place the destruction of Newark to retahato‘

‘S;e gen. Tayler’s letter to eir Sidney Bectvnth, dated
:: ‘5:!\ of hly, $813; and the anpswer of che ﬁol,low- .

12 -
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fy account;-for the geireral -pillage and .conflagrdtien .
* which had been previously perpetrated. It was not
without astonishment, therefore, that after more than a
yearof patient suffering, ‘they heard it announced in
. August, 1814, that the towns and districts wpon -their
.coast, were to be destroyed and laid waste, in revenge
..for the unspecified and unknown acts of. destruction,
which were charged against the American troops in
Upper Canada. The letter of admiral Cochrane- was.
.dated on the 18th, but it was notreceived until the 31st
of August, 1814, In the intermediate time, the enery
debarked a body of about five or six theusand.troops
at Benedict, on the Patuxent, and by a sudden and
- steady march through Bladensburg, approached the
city of Washington. This city has been salected for
the seat of the American government; but the num-
ber of its houses does not exceed nine hundred, spread
eover an extensive.scite ; the whole number of its’ in-
habitants does met exceed eight thousand ; and the ad-
jacent country is thinly populated. Although the - ne-

cessary precautions had been ordered, to assemble the. .

anilitia for the defence of the city, a variety of causes.
- combinedto render the defence unsuccessful ; and the.
-enemy took possession of Washington onthe evening
of the24th of August, 1814, The commanders of the
-British force held at that time admiral Cochrane’s des-
olating order, although it was then unknown to the gov-
ernmentand people of the United States ; but eon-
scious of the danger of se distant a separation of the
British fleet, and desirous, hy every - plausible artifice,
to deter the citizens from flying to arms againat the in-
vaders, they disavowed all design of injuring private
.persons arid property, and gave assuranees of protec-
tion, whesever there was ‘submission. General Ross
and admiral Cockburn then proceeded ia person to di-
rect and superintend the business.of conflagration ; in
a place, which had yielded to their arms, which was
unfortified, and by whish no hostility was threatensd. .
hey setfire te the capitel, within whose walls were
contained the halls of the congress of the United
States, the hall of their highest trdbunal for the ad--
‘ministration of justice, the archives of the logislaturey
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rand thenational library. They set fire to the edifice,
+ which the United States had erected for the residence
.»of their chief magistrate. And they set fire to the
coatly and extensive building, erected for the accom-
;modation of the principal officers of the goverpment,
-+ in the transzction of the public business. 'These mag~
, nificent monuments of the progress of the arts, which
America had borrowed from her parent Europe, with
. all the testimonialg of taste and literature which they:
contained, were on the memorable night of the 14th of
August, consigned to the flames, while British officers
of high rank and command, united with their troops in
riotous carousal, by the light of the burning pile.

- But the character of the:incendiary had so entirely
_superseded the character of the soldier on this unpar-
-alleled expedition, that a great portion of the munitions

of war, which had not been consumed, when the navy
yard was ordered to be destreyed upon the approach of
the British troops, were left untouched, and an exten-
sive foundery of cannen, adjoining the city of Washing-
ton, was left uninjured ; thep, in the night of the 25th
of August, the army suddenly decamped, and returning,
with evident marks of precipitation and alarm, to their
ships, left the interment of their dead, and the care of
their, wounded, to the enemy ; whom they had thus in-
jured and insulted, in vielation of the laws of civilized
war. o ' L
.- ‘The counterpart of the scene exhibited by the Brit--
ish army, was next exhibited by the British navy.
Soon after the midnight flight of general Ross from
Washington, a squadron of British ships of war as-
cended on the Potomac, and reached the town of ‘Al-
exandria on the 27thof August, 1814. The magis-
trates, presuming that the general destruction of the
town was intended, asked on what terms it might be
saved. -The naval commander declared, that the only
conditions in his power to offer, were such as required
not only a surrender of all naval and ordnance stores,
- (public and private) but of all the shipping ; and of all
merchandizein the city, as well as such as had been
removed since the 19th of August.” The conditions,
theneforey amounted to the entire plunder of Alexen-

3
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dria, an unfortificd and unresisting town, -in erder %0 .+

save the buildings from destruction. The capitula-- ;-

tion was made ; and the enemy bore away the .fruits:
of hispredatoery enterprise, in triunmph. L
- But even while this narrative is passing from the,

- press, a new retaliatory pretext has been formed, to

'

cover the disgrace of the scene, whish was transacted. .
at Washingten. In the address of the governor im. .

chief to the provincial parliament of Canads, on the

24th of January, 1815,it is asserted, in ambiguous

language, “ that, as & just retribution, the proud cgpi--
tol at Washington, has experienced a similar fate to
thatinflicted by an American force on the scat of gov-
ernment in Upper Canada.”” The town. of Yerk,in Up-
per Canada, was taken by the Amercan army under the
command of general Dearborn, on the 27th of April,-
1813,* and it was evacuated on the succeeding 1st of
May ; although it was again visited for a day, by an.
Amerisan squadron; under the command of - comme-:
dore Chauncey, on the 4th ot Angusi.} At the time of
the capture, the ememy on his retreaf set fire to his.
magazine, and the injury preduced by the explosion
was great and extensive ; but neither then or on the
visit of commodore Chauncey, was any edifice, which
had been erected for civil-uses, destroyed by. the . au-
thotity of the military or maval coemmander ;. and the.
destrustion of such edificas, by any part of their force,

would have been a direet violation of the ‘positiveer- -

dem whick they had issued. On both oceassiens,: in-
deed, thie public stores of the en¢my were authorised to -
be seized, and his public sfore-houses to e durnt ; but
itiskmown that private persons, houses, and.property; -
were left nninjured. - If, therefore, sir Geerge Prevost
deems such acts jnflicted on « the seat of government
in Upper Canada” similar to the acts-which were per-
petrated at Washington, he has yetts perform the
task of tracing the featuree of similarity ; sioce, at

® See the letters from 7g_¢nersl Deubnm to the sccri» .i
tary of war, dated the 87th and 18th of April, 1813,

RS

¥3ee the letter from comniodore Chauncey to the sge- -

retapy of the Bavy, datcd the 4ilrof Angust, 1813,
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‘Washington the public edifices which had been erected-
for civil uses, were alone destroyed, while the muni- -
tions of war, and the foundaries of cannon, remained
untouched. : . ’ -
I, however, it be meant to affirm, that the public ed-
ifices, oocupied by the legislature, by the chief magis-
trate, by the courts of justice, and by the civil func-
tionaries of the province of Upper Canada, with the
?rovincial library, were destroyed by the American
orce, it is an occurrence which hasnever before been
. presented to the view of the American governmentby
its own officers, as a matter of information ; nor by any
of the military or civil authorities of Canada as mat-.
ters of complaint ; it is an occurrence which no Amer-’
icancommander had in any degree authorised or ap-
proved ; anditis an occurrence which the American
government would have censured and repaired with -
equal promptitude and liberality. o
But a tale told thus out of date, for = speeial pur-
pese, cannot command the confidence of the intelligent
and the candid auditor; for, even if the faét of con-
flagratton be true, suspicion must attend the cause for
so long a concealment, with motives se strong for an
immediate disclesure. When sir George Prevost, in
February, 1814, acknowledged, that the measure of re-
taliation was full and complete, for all the precediiig
misconduct imputed to the American troops, was he
not apprised of every fact, which had occurred at York, -
the capital of Upper Canada, in the months of Aprid
and August, 1813 ? Yet, neitlier then, nor at any ante-
cedent period, nor until the 24th January, 1815, was -
" the slightest intimation given of the retaliatory pretext,
~ which is now offered. When the: admirals Warren
and Cochrane were employed in pillaging and burning
the villages on the shores of the Chesapeake, were net
all the retaliatory pretexts for the barbarous warfare
known te those conimanders? And yet, -« the fate in-
flicted by an American force on the seat of gevernment
in Upper Canada,” was never suggested injustification
or excuse ; and, finally, when the expedient was form-
ed,in August, 1814, for the destruction of the public
edifices at Washington, was not ‘the ¢ similar fate
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which had been iflicted by an Amierican foreé on the
seat of government in Upper Canada,” known to ag
'miral-Cochrane, as well as to sir George Prevost, whe
called upon the admiral (itis. alledged) to carry .into
effect, measures of retaliation, against the inhrbitants
of the United States ?—And yet, beth the call and com-
pliance, are founded (not upen the destruction of the
public edifices at York, but) upon the wanton destruc«
tion committed by the American army in Upper Can-
ada, upen ' the inhabitants of the prevince, for whom
alone reparation was demanded. i o 4
An obscurity, then, dwells upen the fact alleged by
sir George Prevost, which has not been dissipated by
enquiry. Whether any public edifice was improper-
}y destroyed at York, or at what period the injury
was done, if done at all, and by what hand it was in-
flicted, are points that ought to have been stated, when
the charge was made ; surely it is enough, on the part
of the American government torepeat, that the fact al-
ledged was never before brought to its knowledge, fof
investigation, disavowal, or reparation. The silence
of the militaty and civil officers of the provincial gove.
- -ernment of Canada, indicates, too, a sense of shame, o
€onviction of the injustice of the present reproach. It
‘is known, that there could have been mo ether publie
edifice for civil uses déstroyedin Upper Canada, than
the house ofthe provincial legislature, a building of sq
little cost and ernament, as hardly to merit consider
tion ; anid eertainly affording neither parallel nor apel-
og?, for the conflagration of the splendid structures,
which aderned the metropelis of the United Stotgs.
1, however, that house was indeed destroyed, may
§ not have been an accidental consequence of the con-
flusion, in which the explosion of the magazine involva
ed the town? Or, perhaps it was hastily perpetrated
by some of the enraged troops in the moment of ‘any
guish, for the loss of 4 beloved commander, ind° theit
companions, wheo had been'killed by that explésion
kindled as it was by a defeated’enemy, for the sangin -
&ry and unavailing purpose : Or, in fine, some ' su é}r‘-'
ing individual, remembering the slaughter of his breth:
ew at the riverRaisin, and exasperated by ‘the'sfiecté-
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cic of 2 Huiman scalp, suspended in the legistative
<linmber, over the seat of the speaker, may, in the par-
oxism of his vengeance, have applied, unautherised,
4nd unseen, the torch of vengeance and destruction.

.- Many other flagrant instances of British violence
pillage, aml conflegration, in defiance of the laws of
civilized hostilities, might be added to the catalogue,
which has been exhibited ; the enumeration would be
superflious, and it is time to close so painful an ex-
positien of the causes amd chatacter of the war. The:
€xposition ad become necessary to repel and refute
the charges of the prince regent, when, by his deelara~
tion of January, 1813, he ubjustly states the United
States to be thg aggressors in the war ; and insulting-
ly ascribes the conduct of the American government,
to the influence of French councils. It was also ne-
cessary to vindicate the course ef the United States, in
the prosecution of the war ; and to expose to the view
of the world the system of .hostilities, which the Brit-
ish government has pursued. Having aceomplished
these purposes, the American government recurs,with
pleasure; to a contemplation olgi:s early and continued
efforts for the restoration of peace. Notwithstanding
the pressure of the recent. wrongs,and the unfriendly
and illieral dispesition, which Great Britain has, at all
times, muinifested towards them, the United States
have mever indulged sentiments incompatible with the
reciprocity of good will, and an intercourse of mutual
henefit and advantage,—They can never repine, atsee-
ing the British nation great, prosperous, and .bhappy,
salé in its maritime rights, snd powerful in its means of
maintaining them ; but, at the same time, they can ne-
ver cease to desire, that the councils of Great Britain
should be guided by justice,and a respect forthe equal
rights of ether natiors. Her maritime power may extend
to all the legitimate objects of her sovereignty, and
her commerce, without endangering the independence
and peace of every other government.. A halance of
Power, in this respect, is as necessary on the ocean, as
on the Tand ; and the control thatit gives to the nations
of the world, over the actions of each other, is as salu-
tary in its operation to the individual government,which
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~feels it, as “te all the governments, by which, en . the
just principles of mutual support and defence, it ‘miy
exercised.; On fair, and equal, and honorable terms,
.therefore, peace is at the choice of Great Britain; byt,
if she still determine wpon war, the Ubited Statss, re-

posing upon the justness oftheir cause ; upon the pa- -
triotism of their citizens ; upon the distinguished valor -

of their land and naval ferces ; and above all, upon the
dispensations of a beneficent Providence ; are ready to
“maintain the eontest, for the preseryation of the nation-
al independence, with the same energy and fortituce
which were displayed in acquiring it,
. Waskington, February, 10, 1815. : :

THE END.
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